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U.S.C. 831c(k)), Congress approves the con-
veyance by the Tennessee Valley Authority, 
on behalf of the United States, to the State 
of Mississippi of the Yellow Creek Port prop-
erties owned by the United States and in the 
custody of the Authority at Iuka, Mis-
sissippi, as of the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
kansas (Mr. CRAWFORD) and the gentle-
woman from Maryland (Ms. EDWARDS) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials on H.R. 
3044. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, the Tennessee Valley 
Authority was created by Congress in 
1933 to provide wholesale electric power 
and create economic development op-
portunities for those States in the Ten-
nessee Valley region. 

The State of Mississippi initiated de-
velopment of Yellow Creek Port in 1971 
on 116 acres purchased from the TVA. 
Industrial growth, high-paying jobs, as-
sociated spinoff companies, and in-
creased traffic on the Nation’s inland 
waterway system have occurred be-
cause of the development of Yellow 
Creek Port. 

I would like to thank Congressman 
ALAN NUNNELEE for introducing H.R. 
3044, legislation that will convey land 
from TVA to the State of Mississippi to 
provide economic development oppor-
tunities in the region. Nunnelee has 
been a leader on these types of activi-
ties since he was elected to Congress in 
2010. 

The land being conveyed through this 
legislation will be used solely for in-
dustrial purposes and allow the State 
of Mississippi to expand the Yellow 
Creek Port to meet increasing demand. 

H.R. 3044 will execute the conveyance 
of the remaining 173 acres of property 
from TVA to the State of Mississippi to 
complete the development of Yellow 
Creek Port and fulfill one of TVA’s 
missions of ensuring economic develop-
ment opportunities in the TVA service 
area. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to 
support H.R. 3044, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

H.R. 3044 will allow the transfer of 173 
acres of Tennessee Valley Authority 
lands to the State of Mississippi for in-
dustrial and economic development. 

The Tennessee Valley Authority Act 
of 1933 withdrew lands from the Ten-
nessee River System to provide for fu-

ture development of power plants, in-
dustrial sites, ports, and supporting in-
frastructure. 

In 1971 at the confluence of the Ten-
nessee and the Tombigbee Rivers, the 
Yellow Creek Port project was initi-
ated. The purpose of the Yellow Creek 
Port project was to support economic 
development and local jobs in north-
east Mississippi. The TVA and the 
State of Mississippi have jointly sup-
ported the development and growth of 
the port. 

TVA initially transferred 289 acres of 
land to the Yellow Creek Port to facili-
tate development back in 1971. H.R. 
3044 would transfer an additional 173 
acres of the land to the State of Mis-
sissippi. 

The acreage includes industrial, 
highway, and railroad easements and 54 
acres of undeveloped land. The TVA 
has attempted to sell this land since 
1984, with no interested buyers. 

Mr. Speaker, the TVA Act allows 
TVA, with appropriate congressional 
approvals, to dispose of property for 
particular uses. According to TVA, the 
agency places reversionary interest 
clauses in transfers and sales to ensure 
that those uses specified by Congress in 
the TVA Act are carried out. TVA then 
retains the right to retake possession 
of the property if the use condition is 
breached. 

In February the Senate Environment 
and Public Works Committee consid-
ered and passed S. 212, by a voice vote, 
which supported the transfer of these 
same 173 acres. The Congressional 
Budget Office has concluded that the 
net impact of the transfer would be in-
significant and would not affect direct 
spending. TVA has confirmed that the 
transferred lands would be used for in-
dustrial development; and again, if for 
some reason the lands are instead pro-
posed for some nonindustrial purpose, 
the TVA can legally have the lands re-
turned to them. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not aware of any 
opposition to H.R. 3044, and as we have 
heard, the construction of the Yellow 
Creek Port in 1971 initially involved 
approximately 289 acres. 

So with that, Mr. Speaker, I urge my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
support the passage of H.R. 3044. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman from Maryland 
for her support. I urge my colleagues to 
join me in supporting this important 
legislation, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. 
CRAWFORD) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3044. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

CHILD CARE AND DEVELOPMENT 
BLOCK GRANT ACT OF 2014 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill (S. 
1086) to reauthorize and improve the 
Child Care and Development Block 
Grant Act of 1990, and for other pur-
poses, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 1086 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Child Care 
and Development Block Grant Act of 2014’’. 
SEC. 2. SHORT TITLE AND PURPOSES. 

Section 658A of the Child Care and Devel-
opment Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
9801 note) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 658A. SHORT TITLE AND PURPOSES. 

‘‘(a) SHORT TITLE.—This subchapter may be 
cited as the ‘Child Care and Development 
Block Grant Act of 1990’. 

‘‘(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this sub-
chapter are— 

‘‘(1) to allow each State maximum flexi-
bility in developing child care programs and 
policies that best suit the needs of children 
and parents within that State; 

‘‘(2) to promote parental choice to em-
power working parents to make their own 
decisions regarding the child care services 
that best suit their family’s needs; 

‘‘(3) to encourage States to provide con-
sumer education information to help parents 
make informed choices about child care serv-
ices and to promote involvement by parents 
and family members in the development of 
their children in child care settings; 

‘‘(4) to assist States in delivering high- 
quality, coordinated early childhood care 
and education services to maximize parents’ 
options and support parents trying to 
achieve independence from public assistance; 

‘‘(5) to assist States in improving the over-
all quality of child care services and pro-
grams by implementing the health, safety, 
licensing, training, and oversight standards 
established in this subchapter and in State 
law (including State regulations); 

‘‘(6) to improve child care and development 
of participating children; and 

‘‘(7) to increase the number and percentage 
of low-income children in high-quality child 
care settings.’’. 
SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Section 658B of the Child Care and Devel-
opment Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
9858) is amended by striking ‘‘subchapter’’ 
and all that follows through the period at 
the end, and inserting ‘‘subchapter 
$2,360,000,000 for fiscal year 2015, $2,478,000,000 
for fiscal year 2016, $2,539,950,000 for fiscal 
year 2017, $2,603,448,750 for fiscal year 2018, 
$2,668,534,969 for fiscal year 2019, and 
$2,748,591,018 for fiscal year 2020.’’. 
SEC. 4. LEAD AGENCY. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—Section 658D(a) of the 
Child Care and Development Block Grant 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858b(a)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘chief executive officer’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Governor’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘designate’’ and all that fol-
lows and inserting ‘‘designate an agency 
(which may be an appropriate collaborative 
agency), or establish a joint interagency of-
fice, that complies with the requirements of 
subsection (b) to serve as the lead agency for 
the State under this subchapter.’’. 

(b) COLLABORATION WITH TRIBES.—Section 
658D(b)(1) of the Child Care and Development 
Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858b(b)(1)) 
is amended— 
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(1) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘and’’ 

at the end; 
(2) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe-

riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) at the option of an Indian tribe or 

tribal organization in the State, collaborate 
and coordinate with such Indian tribe or 
tribal organization in the development of the 
State plan in a timely manner.’’. 
SEC. 5. APPLICATION AND PLAN. 

(a) PERIOD.—Section 658E(b) of the Child 
Care and Development Block Grant Act of 
1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858c(b)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘2-year’’ and inserting ‘‘3-year’’. 

(b) POLICIES AND PROCEDURES.—Section 
658E(c) of the Child Care and Development 
Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858c(c)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or estab-
lished’’ after ‘‘designated’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in subparagraph (B), by inserting a 

comma after ‘‘care of such providers’’; 
(B) by striking subparagraphs (D) through 

(H); and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(D) MONITORING AND INSPECTION RE-

PORTS.—The plan shall include a certifi-
cation that the State, not later than 1 year 
after the State has in effect the policies and 
practices described in subparagraph (K)(i), 
will make public by electronic means, in a 
consumer-friendly and easily accessible for-
mat, organized by provider, the results of 
monitoring and inspection reports, including 
those due to major substantiated complaints 
about failure to comply with this subchapter 
and State child care policies, as well as the 
number of deaths, serious injuries, and in-
stances of substantiated child abuse that oc-
curred in child care settings each year, for 
eligible child care providers within the 
State. The results shall also include informa-
tion on the date of such an inspection, and, 
where applicable, information on corrective 
action taken. 

‘‘(E) CONSUMER AND PROVIDER EDUCATION 
INFORMATION.—The plan shall include a cer-
tification that the State will collect and dis-
seminate (which dissemination may be done, 
except as otherwise specified in this subpara-
graph, through resource and referral organi-
zations or other means as determined by the 
State) to parents of eligible children, the 
general public, and, where applicable, pro-
viders— 

‘‘(i) information about the availability of 
the full diversity of child care services that 
will promote informed child care choices and 
that concerns— 

‘‘(I) the availability of child care services 
provided through programs authorized by 
this subchapter and, if feasible, other child 
care services and other programs provided in 
the State for which the family may be eligi-
ble, as well as the availability of financial 
assistance to obtain child care services in 
the State; 

‘‘(II) if available, information about the 
quality of providers, as determined by the 
State, that can be provided through a Qual-
ity Rating and Improvement System; 

‘‘(III) information, made available through 
a State Web site, describing the State proc-
ess for licensing child care providers, the 
State processes for conducting background 
checks, and monitoring and inspections, of 
child care providers, and the offenses that 
prevent individuals and entities from serving 
as child care providers in the State; 

‘‘(IV) other programs for which families 
that receive child care services for which fi-
nancial assistance is provided under this sub-
chapter may be eligible, including the pro-
gram of block grants to States for temporary 
assistance for needy families established 

under part A of title IV of the Social Secu-
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), Head Start 
and Early Head Start programs carried out 
under the Head Start Act (42 U.S.C. 9831 et 
seq.), the program carried out under the 
Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Act of 
1981 (42 U.S.C. 8621 et seq.), the supplemental 
nutrition assistance program established 
under the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2011 et seq.), the special supplemental 
nutrition program for women, infants, and 
children established under section 17 of the 
Child Nutrition Act of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 1786), 
the child and adult care food program estab-
lished under section 17 of the Richard B. 
Russell National School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 
1766), and the Medicaid and State children’s 
health insurance programs under titles XIX 
and XXI of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1396 et seq., 1397aa et seq.); 

‘‘(V) programs carried out under section 
619 and part C of the Individuals with Dis-
abilities Education Act (20 U.S.C. 1419, 1431 
et seq.); 

‘‘(VI) research and best practices con-
cerning children’s development, including 
social and emotional development, early 
childhood development, and meaningful par-
ent and family engagement, and physical 
health and development (particularly 
healthy eating and physical activity); and 

‘‘(VII) the State policies regarding the so-
cial-emotional behavioral health of young 
children, which may include positive behav-
ioral intervention and support models, and 
policies on expulsion of preschool-aged chil-
dren, in early childhood programs receiving 
assistance under this subchapter; and 

‘‘(ii) information on developmental 
screenings, including— 

‘‘(I) information on existing (as of the date 
of submission of the application containing 
the plan) resources and services the State 
can deploy, including the coordinated use of 
the Early and Periodic Screening, Diagnosis, 
and Treatment program under the Medicaid 
program carried out under title XIX of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396 et seq.) 
and developmental screening services avail-
able under section 619 and part C of the Indi-
viduals with Disabilities Education Act (20 
U.S.C. 1419, 1431 et seq.), in conducting devel-
opmental screenings and providing referrals 
to services, when appropriate, for children 
who receive assistance under this sub-
chapter; and 

‘‘(II) a description of how a family or eligi-
ble child care provider may utilize the re-
sources and services described in subclause 
(I) to obtain developmental screenings for 
children who receive assistance under this 
subchapter who may be at risk for cognitive 
or other developmental delays, which may 
include social, emotional, physical, or lin-
guistic delays. 

‘‘(F) COMPLIANCE WITH STATE LICENSING RE-
QUIREMENTS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The plan shall include a 
certification that the State involved has in 
effect licensing requirements applicable to 
child care services provided within the 
State, and provide a detailed description of 
such requirements and of how such require-
ments are effectively enforced. 

‘‘(ii) LICENSE EXEMPTION.—If the State uses 
funds received under this subchapter to sup-
port a child care provider that is exempt 
from the corresponding licensing require-
ments described in clause (i), the plan shall 
include a description stating why such li-
censing exemption does not endanger the 
health, safety, or development of children 
who receive services from child care pro-
viders who are exempt from such require-
ments. 

‘‘(G) TRAINING AND PROFESSIONAL DEVELOP-
MENT REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The plan shall describe 
the training and professional development 
requirements that are in effect within the 
State designed to enable child care providers 
to promote the social, emotional, physical, 
and cognitive development of children and to 
improve the knowledge and skills of the 
child care workforce. Such requirements 
shall be applicable to child care providers 
that provide services for which assistance is 
provided in accordance with this subchapter. 

‘‘(ii) REQUIREMENTS.—The plan shall pro-
vide an assurance that such training and 
professional development— 

‘‘(I) shall be conducted on an ongoing 
basis, provide for a progression of profes-
sional development (which may include en-
couraging the pursuit of postsecondary edu-
cation), reflect current research and best 
practices relating to the skills necessary for 
the child care workforce to meet the devel-
opmental needs of participating children, 
and improve the quality of, and stability 
within, the child care workforce; 

‘‘(II) shall be developed in consultation 
with the State Advisory Council on Early 
Childhood Education and Care (designated or 
established pursuant to section 
642B(b)(1)(A)(i) of the Head Start Act (42 
U.S.C. 9837b(b)(1)(A)(i))), and may engage 
training providers in aligning training op-
portunities with the State’s training frame-
work; 

‘‘(III) incorporates knowledge and applica-
tion of the State’s early learning and devel-
opmental guidelines (where applicable), the 
State’s health and safety standards, and in-
corporates social-emotional behavior inter-
vention models, which may include positive 
behavior intervention and support models; 

‘‘(IV) shall be accessible to providers sup-
ported through Indian tribes or tribal orga-
nizations that receive assistance under this 
subchapter; and 

‘‘(V) to the extent practicable, are appro-
priate for a population of children that in-
cludes— 

‘‘(aa) different age groups; 
‘‘(bb) English learners; 
‘‘(cc) children with disabilities; and 
‘‘(dd) Native Americans, including Indians, 

as the term is defined in section 4 of the In-
dian Self-Determination and Education As-
sistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b) (including Alas-
ka Natives within the meaning of that term), 
and Native Hawaiians (as defined in section 
7207 of the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7517)). 

‘‘(iii) INFORMATION.—The plan shall include 
the number of hours of training required for 
eligible providers and caregivers to engage in 
annually, as determined by the State. 

‘‘(iv) CONSTRUCTION.—The Secretary shall 
not require an individual or entity that pro-
vides child care services for which assistance 
is provided in accordance with this sub-
chapter to acquire a credential to provide 
such services. Nothing in this section shall 
be construed to prohibit a State from requir-
ing a credential. 

‘‘(H) CHILD-TO-PROVIDER RATIO STAND-
ARDS.— 

‘‘(i) STANDARDS.—The plan shall describe 
child care standards for child care services 
for which assistance is made available in ac-
cordance with this subchapter, appropriate 
to the type of child care setting involved, to 
provide for the safety and developmental 
needs of the children served, that address— 

‘‘(I) group size limits for specific age popu-
lations, as determined by the State; 

‘‘(II) the appropriate ratio between the 
number of children and the number of pro-
viders, in terms of the age of the children in 
child care, as determined by the State; and 

‘‘(III) required qualifications for such pro-
viders, as determined by the State. 
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‘‘(ii) CONSTRUCTION.—The Secretary may 

offer guidance to States on child-to-provider 
ratios described in clause (i) according to 
setting and age group, but shall not require 
that the State maintain specific group size 
limits for specific age populations or child- 
to-provider ratios for providers who receive 
assistance in accordance with subchapter. 

‘‘(I) HEALTH AND SAFETY REQUIREMENTS.— 
The plan shall include a certification that 
there are in effect within the State, under 
State or local law, requirements designed to 
protect the health and safety of children 
that are applicable to child care providers 
that provide services for which assistance is 
made available in accordance with this sub-
chapter. Such requirements— 

‘‘(i) shall relate to matters including 
health and safety topics consisting of— 

‘‘(I) the prevention and control of infec-
tious diseases (including immunization) and 
the establishment of a grace period that al-
lows homeless children and children in foster 
care to receive services under this sub-
chapter while their families (including foster 
families) are taking any necessary action to 
comply with immunization and other health 
and safety requirements; 

‘‘(II) prevention of sudden infant death 
syndrome and use of safe sleeping practices; 

‘‘(III) the administration of medication, 
consistent with standards for parental con-
sent; 

‘‘(IV) the prevention of and response to 
emergencies due to food and allergic reac-
tions; 

‘‘(V) building and physical premises safety, 
including identification of and protection 
from hazards that can cause bodily injury 
such as electrical hazards, bodies of water, 
and vehicular traffic; 

‘‘(VI) prevention of shaken baby syndrome 
and abusive head trauma; 

‘‘(VII) emergency preparedness and re-
sponse planning for emergencies resulting 
from a natural disaster, or a man-caused 
event (such as violence at a child care facil-
ity), within the meaning of those terms 
under section 602(a)(1) of the Robert T. Staf-
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist-
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 5195a(a)(1)); 

‘‘(VIII) the handling and storage of haz-
ardous materials and the appropriate dis-
posal of biocontaminants; 

‘‘(IX) for providers that offer transpor-
tation, if applicable, appropriate precautions 
in transporting children; 

‘‘(X) first aid and cardiopulmonary resus-
citation; and 

‘‘(XI) minimum health and safety training, 
to be completed pre-service or during an ori-
entation period in addition to ongoing train-
ing, appropriate to the provider setting in-
volved that addresses each of the require-
ments relating to matters described in sub-
clauses (I) through (X); and 

‘‘(ii) may include requirements relating to 
nutrition, access to physical activity, or any 
other subject area determined by the State 
to be necessary to promote child develop-
ment or to protect children’s health and 
safety. 

‘‘(J) COMPLIANCE WITH STATE AND LOCAL 
HEALTH AND SAFETY REQUIREMENTS.—The 
plan shall include a certification that proce-
dures are in effect to ensure that child care 
providers within the State, that provide 
services for which assistance is made avail-
able in accordance with this subchapter, 
comply with all applicable State and local 
health and safety requirements as described 
in subparagraph (I). 

‘‘(K) ENFORCEMENT OF LICENSING AND OTHER 
REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS.— 

‘‘(i) CERTIFICATION.—The plan shall include 
a certification that the State, not later than 
2 years after the date of enactment of the 
Child Care and Development Block Grant 

Act of 2014, shall have in effect policies and 
practices, applicable to licensing or regu-
lating child care providers that provide serv-
ices for which assistance is made available in 
accordance with this subchapter and the fa-
cilities of those providers, that— 

‘‘(I) ensure that individuals who are hired 
as licensing inspectors in the State are 
qualified to inspect those child care pro-
viders and facilities and have received train-
ing in related health and safety require-
ments, and are trained in all aspects of the 
State’s licensure requirements; 

‘‘(II) require licensing inspectors (or quali-
fied inspectors designated by the lead agen-
cy) of those child care providers and facili-
ties to perform inspections, with— 

‘‘(aa) not less than 1 prelicensure inspec-
tion, for compliance with health, safety, and 
fire standards, of each such child care pro-
vider and facility in the State; and 

‘‘(bb) not less than annually, an inspection 
(which shall be unannounced) of each such 
child care provider and facility in the State 
for compliance with all child care licensing 
standards, which shall include an inspection 
for compliance with health, safety, and fire 
standards (inspectors may inspect for com-
pliance with all 3 standards at the same 
time); 

‘‘(III) require the ratio of licensing inspec-
tors to such child care providers and facili-
ties in the State to be maintained at a level 
sufficient to enable the State to conduct in-
spections of such child care providers and fa-
cilities on a timely basis in accordance with 
Federal, State, and local law; and 

‘‘(IV) require licensing inspectors (or quali-
fied inspectors designated by the lead agen-
cy) of child care providers and facilities to 
perform an annual inspection of each li-
cense-exempt provider in the State receiving 
funds under this subchapter (unless the pro-
vider is an eligible child care provider as de-
scribed in section 658P(6)(B)) for compliance 
with health, safety, and fire standards, at a 
time to be determined by the State. 

‘‘(ii) CONSTRUCTION.—The Secretary may 
offer guidance to a State, if requested by the 
State, on a research-based minimum stand-
ard regarding ratios described in clause 
(i)(III) and provide technical assistance to 
the State on meeting the minimum standard 
within a reasonable time period, but shall 
not prescribe a particular ratio. 

‘‘(L) COMPLIANCE WITH CHILD ABUSE REPORT-
ING REQUIREMENTS.—The plan shall include a 
certification that child care providers within 
the State will comply with the child abuse 
reporting requirements of section 
106(b)(2)(B)(i) of the Child Abuse Prevention 
and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C. 
5106a(b)(2)(B)(i)). 

‘‘(M) MEETING THE NEEDS OF CERTAIN POPU-
LATIONS.—The plan shall describe how the 
State will develop and implement strategies 
(which may include alternative reimburse-
ment rates to child care providers, the provi-
sion of direct contracts or grants to commu-
nity-based organizations, offering child care 
certificates to parents, or other means deter-
mined by the State) to increase the supply 
and improve the quality of child care serv-
ices for— 

‘‘(i) children in underserved areas; 
‘‘(ii) infants and toddlers; 
‘‘(iii) children with disabilities, as defined 

by the State; and 
‘‘(iv) children who receive care during non-

traditional hours. 
‘‘(N) PROTECTION FOR WORKING PARENTS.— 
‘‘(i) MINIMUM PERIOD.— 
‘‘(I) 12-MONTH PERIOD.—The plan shall dem-

onstrate that each child who receives assist-
ance under this subchapter in the State will 
be considered to meet all eligibility require-
ments for such assistance and will receive 
such assistance, for not less than 12 months 

before the State or designated local entity 
redetermines the eligibility of the child 
under this subchapter, regardless of a tem-
porary change in the ongoing status of the 
child’s parent as working or attending a job 
training or educational program or a change 
in family income for the child’s family, if 
that family income does not exceed 85 per-
cent of the State median income for a family 
of the same size. 

‘‘(II) FLUCTUATIONS IN EARNINGS.—The plan 
shall demonstrate how the State’s or des-
ignated local entity’s processes for initial 
determination and redetermination of such 
eligibility take into account irregular fluc-
tuations in earnings. 

‘‘(ii) REDETERMINATION PROCESS.—The plan 
shall describe the procedures and policies 
that are in place to ensure that working par-
ents (especially parents in families receiving 
assistance under the program of block grants 
to States for temporary assistance for needy 
families under part A of title IV of the Social 
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 601 et seq.)) are not 
required to unduly disrupt their employment 
in order to comply with the State’s or des-
ignated local entity’s requirements for rede-
termination of eligibility for assistance pro-
vided in accordance with this subchapter. 

‘‘(iii) PERIOD BEFORE TERMINATION.—At the 
option of the State, the plan shall dem-
onstrate that the State will not terminate 
assistance provided to carry out this sub-
chapter based on a factor consisting of a par-
ent’s loss of work or cessation of attendance 
at a job training or educational program for 
which the family was receiving the assist-
ance, without continuing the assistance for a 
reasonable period of time, of not less than 3 
months, after such loss or cessation in order 
for the parent to engage in a job search and 
resume work, or resume attendance at a job 
training or educational program, as soon as 
possible. 

‘‘(iv) GRADUATED PHASEOUT OF CARE.—The 
plan shall describe the policies and proce-
dures that are in place to allow for provision 
of continued assistance to carry out this sub-
chapter, at the beginning of a new eligibility 
period under clause (i)(I), for children of par-
ents who are working or attending a job 
training or educational program and whose 
family income exceeds the State’s income 
limit to initially qualify for such assistance, 
if the family income for the family involved 
does not exceed 85 percent of the State me-
dian income for a family of the same size. 

‘‘(O) COORDINATION WITH OTHER PRO-
GRAMS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The plan shall describe 
how the State, in order to expand accessi-
bility and continuity of care, and assist chil-
dren enrolled in early childhood programs to 
receive full-day services, will efficiently, and 
to the extent practicable, coordinate the 
services supported to carry out this sub-
chapter with programs operating at the Fed-
eral, State, and local levels for children in 
preschool programs, tribal early childhood 
programs, and other early childhood pro-
grams, including those serving infants and 
toddlers with disabilities, homeless children, 
and children in foster care. 

‘‘(ii) OPTIONAL USE OF COMBINED FUNDS.—If 
the State elects to combine funding for the 
services supported to carry out this sub-
chapter with funding for any program de-
scribed in clause (i), the plan shall describe 
how the State will combine the multiple sets 
of funding and use the combined funding. 

‘‘(iii) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
clause (i) shall be construed to affect the pri-
ority of children described in clause (i) to re-
ceive full-day prekindergarten or Head Start 
program services. 

‘‘(P) PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIPS.—The 
plan shall demonstrate how the State en-
courages partnerships among State agencies, 
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other public agencies, Indian tribes and trib-
al organizations, and private entities, includ-
ing faith-based and community-based organi-
zations, to leverage existing service delivery 
systems (as of the date of the submission of 
the application containing the plan) for child 
care and development services and to in-
crease the supply and quality of child care 
services for children who are less than 13 
years of age, such as by implementing vol-
untary shared services alliance models. 

‘‘(Q) PRIORITY FOR LOW-INCOME POPU-
LATIONS.—The plan shall describe the process 
the State proposes to use, with respect to in-
vestments made to increase access to pro-
grams providing high-quality child care and 
development services, to give priority for 
those investments to children of families in 
areas that have significant concentrations of 
poverty and unemployment and that do not 
have such programs. 

‘‘(R) CONSULTATION.—The plan shall in-
clude a certification that the State has de-
veloped the plan in consultation with the 
State Advisory Council on Early Childhood 
Education and Care designated or estab-
lished pursuant to section 642B(b)(1)(A)(i) of 
the Head Start Act (42 U.S.C. 
9837b(b)(1)(A)(i)). 

‘‘(S) PAYMENT PRACTICES.—The plan shall 
include— 

‘‘(i) a certification that the payment prac-
tices of child care providers in the State that 
serve children who receive assistance under 
this subchapter reflect generally accepted 
payment practices of child care providers in 
the State that serve children who do not re-
ceive assistance under this subchapter, so as 
to provide stability of funding and encourage 
more child care providers to serve children 
who receive assistance under this sub-
chapter; and 

‘‘(ii) an assurance that the State will, to 
the extent practicable, implement enroll-
ment and eligibility policies that support 
the fixed costs of providing child care serv-
ices by delinking provider reimbursement 
rates from an eligible child’s occasional ab-
sences due to holidays or unforseen cir-
cumstances such as illness. 

‘‘(T) EARLY LEARNING AND DEVELOPMENTAL 
GUIDELINES.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The plan shall include an 
assurance that the State will maintain or 
implement early learning and developmental 
guidelines (or develop such guidelines if the 
State does not have such guidelines as of the 
date of enactment of the Child Care and De-
velopment Block Grant Act of 2014) that are 
appropriate for children from birth to kin-
dergarten entry, describing what such chil-
dren should know and be able to do, and cov-
ering the essential domains of early child-
hood development for use statewide by child 
care providers. Such guidelines shall— 

‘‘(I) be research-based, developmentally ap-
propriate, and aligned with entry to kinder-
garten; 

‘‘(II) be implemented in consultation with 
the state educational agency and the State 
Advisory Council on Early Childhood Edu-
cation and Care (designated or established 
pursuant to section 642B(b)(I)(A)(i) of the 
Head Start Act (42 U.S.C. 9837b(b)(1)(A)(i)); 
and 

‘‘(III) be updated as determined by the 
State. 

‘‘(ii) PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS.—The 
plan shall include an assurance that funds 
received by the State to carry out this sub-
chapter will not be used to develop or imple-
ment an assessment for children that— 

‘‘(I) will be the sole basis for a child care 
provider being determined to be ineligible to 
participate in the program carried out under 
this subchapter; 

‘‘(II) will be used as the primary or sole 
basis to provide a reward or sanction for an 
individual provider; 

‘‘(III) will be used as the primary or sole 
method for assessing program effectiveness; 
or 

‘‘(IV) will be used to deny children eligi-
bility to participate in the program carried 
out under this subchapter. 

‘‘(iii) EXCEPTIONS.—Nothing in this sub-
chapter shall preclude the State from using 
a single assessment as determined by the 
State for children for— 

‘‘(I) supporting learning or improving a 
classroom environment; 

‘‘(II) targeting professional development to 
a provider; 

‘‘(III) determining the need for health, 
mental health, disability, developmental 
delay, or family support services; 

‘‘(IV) obtaining information for the quality 
improvement process at the State level; or 

‘‘(V) conducting a program evaluation for 
the purposes of providing program improve-
ment and parent information. 

‘‘(iv) NO FEDERAL CONTROL.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to authorize 
an officer or employee of the Federal Gov-
ernment to— 

‘‘(I) mandate, direct, control, or place con-
ditions (outside of what is required by this 
subchapter) around adopting a State’s early 
learning and developmental guidelines devel-
oped in accordance with this section; 

‘‘(II) establish any criterion that specifies, 
defines, prescribes, or places conditions (out-
side of what is required by this subchapter) 
on a State adopting standards or measures 
that a State uses to establish, implement, or 
improve such guidelines, related account-
ability systems, or alignment of such guide-
lines with education standards; or 

‘‘(III) require a State to submit such guide-
lines for review. 

‘‘(U) DISASTER PREPAREDNESS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The plan shall dem-

onstrate the manner in which the State will 
address the needs of children in child care 
services provided through programs author-
ized under this subchapter, including the 
need for safe child care, for the period before, 
during, and after a state of emergency de-
clared by the Governor or a major disaster or 
emergency (as such terms are defined in sec-
tion 102 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5122)). 

‘‘(ii) STATEWIDE CHILD CARE DISASTER 
PLAN.—Such plan shall include a statewide 
child care disaster plan for coordination of 
activities and collaboration, in the event of 
an emergency or disaster described in clause 
(i), among the State agency with jurisdiction 
over human services, the agency with juris-
diction over State emergency planning, the 
State lead agency, the State agency with ju-
risdiction over licensing of child care pro-
viders, the local resource and referral organi-
zations, the State resource and referral sys-
tem, and the State Advisory Council on 
Early Childhood Education and Care as pro-
vided for under section 642B(b) of the Head 
Start Act (42 U.S.C. 9837b(b)). 

‘‘(iii) DISASTER PLAN COMPONENTS.—The 
components of the disaster plan, for such an 
emergency or disaster, shall include— 

‘‘(I) evacuation, relocation, shelter-in- 
place, and lock-down procedures, and proce-
dures for communication and reunification 
with families, continuity of operations, and 
accommodation of infants and toddlers, chil-
dren with disabilities, and children with 
chronic medical conditions; 

‘‘(II) guidelines for the continuation of 
child care services in the period following 
the emergency or disaster, which may in-
clude the provision of emergency and tem-
porary child care services, and temporary op-

erating standards for child care providers 
during that period; and 

‘‘(III) procedures for staff and volunteer 
emergency preparedness training and prac-
tice drills. 

‘‘(V) BUSINESS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The 
plan shall describe how the State will de-
velop and implement strategies to strength-
en the business practices of child care pro-
viders to expand the supply, and improve the 
quality of, child care services.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (3)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘as re-

quired under’’ and inserting ‘‘in accordance 
with’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (B)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘The State’’ and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The State’’; 
(ii) by striking ‘‘and any other activity 

that the State deems appropriate to realize 
any of the goals specified in paragraphs (2) 
through (5) of section 658A(b)’’ and inserting 
‘‘activities that improve access to child care 
services, including the use of procedures to 
permit enrollment (after an initial eligi-
bility determination) of homeless children 
while required documentation is obtained, 
training and technical assistance on identi-
fying and serving homeless children and 
their families, and specific outreach to 
homeless families, and any other activity 
that the State determines to be appropriate 
to meet the purposes of this subchapter 
(which may include an activity described in 
clause (ii))’’; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(ii) REPORT BY THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY 

FOR CHILDREN AND FAMILIES.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—Not later than Sep-

tember 30 of the first full fiscal year after 
the date of enactment of the Child Care and 
Development Block Grant Act of 2014, and 
September 30 of each fiscal year thereafter, 
the Secretary (acting through the Assistant 
Secretary for Children and Families of the 
Department of Health and Human Services) 
shall prepare a report that contains a deter-
mination about whether each State uses 
amounts provided to such State for the fiscal 
year involved under this subchapter in ac-
cordance with the priority for services de-
scribed in clause (i). 

‘‘(II) PENALTY FOR NONCOMPLIANCE.—For 
any fiscal year that the report of the Sec-
retary described in subclause (I) indicates 
that a State has failed to give priority for 
services in accordance with clause (i), the 
Secretary shall— 

‘‘(aa) inform the State that the State has 
until the date that is 6 months after the Sec-
retary has issued such report to fully comply 
with clause (i); 

‘‘(bb) provide the State an opportunity to 
modify the State plan of such State, to make 
the plan consistent with the requirements of 
clause (i), and resubmit such State plan to 
the Secretary not later than the date de-
scribed in item (aa); and 

‘‘(cc) if the State does not fully comply 
with clause (i) and item (bb), by the date de-
scribed in item (aa), withhold 5 percent of 
the funds that would otherwise be allocated 
to that State in accordance with this sub-
chapter for the first full fiscal year after 
that date. 

‘‘(III) WAIVER FOR EXTRAORDINARY CIR-
CUMSTANCES.—Notwithstanding subclause 
(II) the Secretary may grant a waiver to a 
State for one year to the penalty applied in 
subclause (II) if the Secretary determines 
there are extraordinary circumstances, such 
as a natural disaster, that prevent the State 
from complying with clause (i). If the Sec-
retary does grant a waiver to a State under 
this section, the Secretary shall, within 30 
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days of granting such waiver, submit a re-
port to the appropriate congressional com-
mittees on the circumstances of the waiver 
including the stated reason from the State 
on the need for a waiver, the expected im-
pact of the waiver on children served under 
this program, and any such other relevant 
information the Secretary deems necessary. 

‘‘(iii) CHILD CARE RESOURCE AND REFERRAL 
SYSTEM.— 

‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—A State may use 
amounts described in clause (i) to establish 
or support a system of local or regional child 
care resource and referral organizations that 
is coordinated, to the extent determined ap-
propriate by the State, by a statewide public 
or private nonprofit, community-based or re-
gionally based, lead child care resource and 
referral organization. 

‘‘(II) LOCAL OR REGIONAL ORGANIZATIONS.— 
The local or regional child care resource and 
referral organizations supported as described 
in subclause (I) shall— 

‘‘(aa) provide parents in the State with 
consumer education information referred to 
in paragraph (2)(E) (except as otherwise pro-
vided in that paragraph), concerning the full 
range of child care options (including faith- 
based and community-based child care pro-
viders), analyzed by provider, including child 
care provided during nontraditional hours 
and through emergency child care centers, in 
their political subdivisions or regions; 

‘‘(bb) to the extent practicable, work di-
rectly with families who receive assistance 
under this subchapter to offer the families 
support and assistance, using information 
described in item (aa), to make an informed 
decision about which child care providers 
they will use, in an effort to ensure that the 
families are enrolling their children in the 
most appropriate child care setting to suit 
their needs and one that is of high quality 
(as determined by the State); 

‘‘(cc) collect data and provide information 
on the coordination of services and supports, 
including services under section 619 and part 
C of the Individuals with Disabilities Edu-
cation Act (20 U.S.C. 1431, et seq.), for chil-
dren with disabilities (as defined in section 
602 of such Act (20 U.S.C. 1401)); 

‘‘(dd) collect data and provide information 
on the supply of and demand for child care 
services in political subdivisions or regions 
within the State and submit such informa-
tion to the State; 

‘‘(ee) work to establish partnerships with 
public agencies and private entities, includ-
ing faith-based and community-based child 
care providers, to increase the supply and 
quality of child care services in the State; 
and 

‘‘(ff) as appropriate, coordinate their ac-
tivities with the activities of the State lead 
agency and local agencies that administer 
funds made available in accordance with this 
subchapter.’’; 

(C) in subparagraph (D)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘1997 through 2002)’’ and in-

serting ‘‘2015 through 2020’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘other than families de-

scribed in paragraph (2)(H)’’ and inserting 
‘‘including or in addition to families with 
children described in clause (i), (ii), (iii), or 
(iv) of paragraph (2)(M)’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) DIRECT SERVICES.—From amounts pro-

vided to a State for a fiscal year to carry out 
this subchapter, the State shall— 

‘‘(i) reserve the minimum amount required 
to be reserved under section 658G, and the 
funds for costs described in subparagraph (C); 
and 

‘‘(ii) from the remainder, use not less than 
70 percent to fund direct services (provided 
by the State) in accordance with paragraph 
(2)(A).’’; 

(4) by striking paragraph (4) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(4) PAYMENT RATES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The State plan shall 

certify that payment rates for the provision 
of child care services for which assistance is 
provided in accordance with this subchapter 
are sufficient to ensure equal access for eli-
gible children to child care services that are 
comparable to child care services in the 
State or substate area involved that are pro-
vided to children whose parents are not eligi-
ble to receive assistance under this sub-
chapter or to receive child care assistance 
under any other Federal or State program, 
and shall provide a summary of the facts re-
lied on by the State to determine that such 
rates are sufficient to ensure such access. 

‘‘(B) SURVEY.—The State plan shall— 
‘‘(i) demonstrate that the State has, after 

consulting with the State Advisory Council 
on Early Childhood Education and Care des-
ignated or established in section 
642B(b)(1)(A)(i) of the Head Start Act (42 
U.S.C. 9837b(b)(1)(A)(i)), local child care pro-
gram administrators, local child care re-
source and referral agencies, and other ap-
propriate entities, developed and conducted 
(not earlier than 2 years before the date of 
the submission of the application containing 
the State plan) a statistically valid and reli-
able survey of the market rates for child 
care services in the State (that reflects vari-
ations in the cost of child care services by 
geographic area, type of provider, and age of 
child) or an alternative methodology, such 
as a cost estimation model, that has been de-
veloped by the State lead agency; 

‘‘(ii) demonstrate that the State prepared a 
detailed report containing the results of the 
State market rates survey or alternative 
methodology conducted pursuant to clause 
(i), and made the results of the survey or al-
ternative methodology widely available (not 
later than 30 days after the completion of 
such survey or alternative methodology) 
through periodic means, including posting 
the results on the Internet; 

‘‘(iii) describe how the State will set pay-
ment rates for child care services, for which 
assistance is provided in accordance with 
this subchapter— 

‘‘(I) in accordance with the results of the 
market rates survey or alternative method-
ology conducted pursuant to clause (i); 

‘‘(II) taking into consideration the cost of 
providing higher quality child care services 
than were provided under this subchapter be-
fore the date of enactment of the Child Care 
and Development Block Grant Act of 2014; 
and 

‘‘(III) without, to the extent practicable, 
reducing the number of families in the State 
receiving such assistance to carry out this 
subchapter, relative to the number of such 
families on the date of enactment of that 
Act; and 

‘‘(iv) describe how the State will provide 
for timely payment for child care services 
provided under this subchapter. 

‘‘(C) CONSTRUCTION.— 
‘‘(i) NO PRIVATE RIGHT OF ACTION.—Nothing 

in this paragraph shall be construed to cre-
ate a private right of action if the State 
acted in accordance with this paragraph. 

‘‘(ii) NO PROHIBITION OF CERTAIN DIFFERENT 
RATES.—Nothing in this subchapter shall be 
construed to prevent a State from differen-
tiating the payment rates described in sub-
paragraph (B)(iii) on the basis of such factors 
as— 

‘‘(I) geographic location of child care pro-
viders (such as location in an urban or rural 
area); 

‘‘(II) the age or particular needs of children 
(such as the needs of children with disabil-
ities and children served by child protective 
services); 

‘‘(III) whether the providers provide child 
care services during weekend and other non-
traditional hours; or 

‘‘(IV) the State’s determination that such 
differentiated payment rates may enable a 
parent to choose high-quality child care that 
best fits the parent’s needs.’’; and 

(5) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘(that is 
not a barrier to families receiving assistance 
under this subchapter)’’ after ‘‘cost sharing’’. 

(c) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 
658F(b)(2) of the Child Care and Development 
Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858d(b)(2)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘section 
658E(c)(2)(F)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
658E(c)(2)(I)’’. 
SEC. 6. ACTIVITIES TO IMPROVE THE QUALITY OF 

CHILD CARE. 
Section 658G of the Child Care and Devel-

opment Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
9858e) is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 658G. ACTIVITIES TO IMPROVE THE QUAL-

ITY OF CHILD CARE. 
‘‘(a) RESERVATION.— 
‘‘(1) RESERVATION FOR ACTIVITIES RELATING 

TO THE QUALITY OF CHILD CARE SERVICES.—A 
State that receives funds to carry out this 
subchapter for a fiscal year referred to in 
paragraph (2) shall reserve and use a portion 
of such funds, in accordance with paragraph 
(2), for activities provided directly, or 
through grants or contracts with local child 
care resource and referral organizations or 
other appropriate entities, that are designed 
to improve the quality of child care services 
and increase parental options for, and access 
to, high-quality child care, and is in align-
ment with a Statewide assessment of the 
State’s needs to carry out such services and 
care, provided in accordance with this sub-
chapter. 

‘‘(2) AMOUNT OF RESERVATIONS.—Such State 
shall reserve and use— 

‘‘(A) to carry out the activities described 
in paragraph (1), not less than— 

‘‘(i) 7 percent of the funds described in 
paragraph (1), for the first and second full 
fiscal years after the date of enactment of 
the Child Care and Development Block Grant 
Act of 2014; 

‘‘(ii) 8 percent of such funds for the third 
and fourth full fiscal years after the date of 
enactment; and 

‘‘(iii) 9 percent of such funds for the fifth 
and each succeeding full fiscal year after the 
date of enactment; and 

‘‘(B) in addition to the funds reserved 
under subparagraph (A), 3 percent of the 
funds described in paragraph (1) received not 
later than the second full fiscal year after 
the date of enactment and received for each 
succeeding full fiscal year, to carry out the 
activities described in paragraph (1) and sub-
section (b)(4), as such activities relate to the 
quality of care for infants and toddlers. 

‘‘(3) STATE RESERVATION AMOUNT.—Nothing 
in this subsection shall preclude the State 
from reserving a larger percentage of funds 
to carry out the activities described in para-
graph (1) and subsection (b). 

‘‘(b) ACTIVITIES.—Funds reserved under 
subsection (a) shall be used to carry out no 
fewer than one of the following activities 
that will improve the quality of child care 
services provided in the State: 

‘‘(1) Supporting the training and profes-
sional development of the child care work-
force through activities such as those in-
cluded under section 658E(c)(2)(G), in addi-
tion to— 

‘‘(A) offering training and professional de-
velopment opportunities for child care pro-
viders that relate to the use of scientifically- 
based, developmentally-appropriate and age- 
appropriate strategies to promote the social, 
emotional, physical, and cognitive develop-
ment of children, including those related to 
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nutrition and physical activity, and offering 
specialized training for child care providers 
caring for those populations prioritized in 
section 658E(c)(2)(Q), and children with dis-
abilities; 

‘‘(B) incorporating the effective use of data 
to guide program improvement; 

‘‘(C) including effective behavior manage-
ment strategies and training, including posi-
tive behavior interventions and support mod-
els, that promote positive social and emo-
tional development and reduce challenging 
behaviors, including reducing expulsions of 
preschool-aged children for such behaviors; 

‘‘(E) providing training and outreach on 
engaging parents and families in culturally 
and linguistically appropriate ways to ex-
pand their knowledge, skills, and capacity to 
become meaningful partners in supporting 
their children’s positive development; 

‘‘(F) providing training corresponding to 
the nutritional and physical activity needs 
of children to promote healthy development; 

‘‘(G) providing training or professional de-
velopment for child care providers regarding 
the early neurological development of chil-
dren; and 

‘‘(H) connecting child care staff members 
of child care providers with available Fed-
eral and State financial aid, or other re-
sources, that would assist child care staff 
members in pursuing relevant postsecondary 
training. 

‘‘(2) Improving upon the development or 
implementation of the early learning and de-
velopmental guidelines described in section 
658E(c)(2)(T) by providing technical assist-
ance to eligible child care providers that en-
hances the cognitive, physical, social and 
emotional development, including early 
childhood development, of participating pre-
school and school-aged children and supports 
their overall well-being. 

‘‘(3) Developing, implementing, or enhanc-
ing a tiered quality rating system for child 
care providers and services, which may— 

‘‘(A) support and assess the quality of child 
care providers in the State; 

‘‘(B) build on State licensing standards and 
other State regulatory standards for such 
providers; 

‘‘(C) be designed to improve the quality of 
different types of child care providers and 
services; 

‘‘(D) describe the safety of child care facili-
ties; 

‘‘(E) build the capacity of State early 
childhood programs and communities to pro-
mote parents’ and families’ understanding of 
the State’s early childhood system and the 
ratings of the programs in which the child is 
enrolled; 

‘‘(F) provide, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, financial incentives and other sup-
ports designed to expand the full diversity of 
child care options and help child care pro-
viders improve the quality of services; and 

‘‘(G) accommodate a variety of distinctive 
approaches to early childhood education and 
care, including but not limited to, those 
practiced in faith-based settings, commu-
nity-based settings, child-centered settings, 
or similar settings that offer a distinctive 
approach to early childhood development. 

‘‘(4) Improving the supply and quality of 
child care programs and services for infants 
and toddlers through activities, which may 
include— 

‘‘(A) establishing or expanding high-qual-
ity community or neighborhood-based fam-
ily and child development centers, which 
may serve as resources to child care pro-
viders in order to improve the quality of 
early childhood services provided to infants 
and toddlers from low-income families and 
to help eligible child care providers improve 
their capacity to offer high-quality, age-ap-

propriate care to infants and toddlers from 
low-income families; 

‘‘(B) establishing or expanding the oper-
ation of community or neighborhood-based 
family child care networks; 

‘‘(C) promoting and expanding child care 
providers’ ability to provide developmentally 
appropriate services for infants and toddlers 
through training and professional develop-
ment; coaching and technical assistance on 
this age group’s unique needs from statewide 
networks of qualified infant-toddler special-
ists; and improved coordination with early 
intervention specialists who provide services 
for infants and toddlers with disabilities 
under part C of the Individuals with Disabil-
ities Education Act (20 U.S.C. 1431 et seq.); 

‘‘(D) if applicable, developing infant and 
toddler components within the State’s qual-
ity rating system described in paragraph (3) 
for child care providers for infants and tod-
dlers, or the development of infant and tod-
dler components in a State’s child care li-
censing regulations or early learning and de-
velopment guidelines; 

‘‘(E) improving the ability of parents to ac-
cess transparent and easy to understand con-
sumer information about high-quality infant 
and toddler care; and 

‘‘(F) carrying out other activities deter-
mined by the State to improve the quality of 
infant and toddler care provided in the 
State, and for which there is evidence that 
the activities will lead to improved infant 
and toddler health and safety, infant and 
toddler cognitive and physical development, 
or infant and toddler well-being, including 
providing health and safety training (includ-
ing training in safe sleep practices, first aid, 
and cardiopulmonary resuscitation) for pro-
viders and caregivers. 

‘‘(5) Establishing or expanding a statewide 
system of child care resource and referral 
services. 

‘‘(6) Facilitating compliance with State re-
quirements for inspection, monitoring, 
training, and health and safety, and with 
State licensing standards. 

‘‘(7) Evaluating and assessing the quality 
and effectiveness of child care programs and 
services offered in the State, including eval-
uating how such programs positively impact 
children. 

‘‘(8) Supporting child care providers in the 
voluntary pursuit of accreditation by a na-
tional accrediting body with demonstrated, 
valid, and reliable program standards of high 
quality. 

‘‘(9) Supporting State or local efforts to de-
velop or adopt high-quality program stand-
ards relating to health, mental health, nutri-
tion, physical activity, and physical develop-
ment. 

‘‘(10) Carrying out other activities deter-
mined by the State to improve the quality of 
child care services provided in the State, and 
for which measurement of outcomes relating 
to improved provider preparedness, child 
safety, child well-being, or entry to kinder-
garten is possible. 

‘‘(c) CERTIFICATION.—Beginning with fiscal 
year 2016, at the beginning of each fiscal 
year, the State shall annually submit to the 
Secretary a certification containing an as-
surance that the State was in compliance 
with subsection (a) during the preceding fis-
cal year and a description of how the State 
used funds received under this subchapter to 
comply with subsection (a) during that pre-
ceding fiscal year. 

‘‘(d) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Each 
State receiving funds under this subchapter 
shall prepare and submit an annual report to 
the Secretary, which shall include informa-
tion about— 

‘‘(1) the amount of funds that are reserved 
under subsection (a); 

‘‘(2) the activities carried out under this 
section; and 

‘‘(3) the measures that the State will use 
to evaluate the State’s progress in improving 
the quality of child care programs and serv-
ices in the State. 

‘‘(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Sec-
retary shall offer technical assistance, in ac-
cordance with section 658I(a)(3), which may 
include technical assistance through the use 
of grants or cooperative agreements, to 
States for the activities described in sub-
section (b) at the request of the State. 

‘‘(f) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this sec-
tion shall be construed as providing the Sec-
retary the authority to regulate, direct, dic-
tate, or place conditions (outside of what is 
required by this subchapter) on a State 
adopting specific State child care quality ac-
tivities or progress in implementing those 
activities.’’. 
SEC. 7. CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECKS. 

The Child Care and Development Block 
Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858 et seq.) is 
amended by inserting after section 658G the 
following: 
‘‘SEC. 658H. CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECKS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—A State that receives 
funds to carry out this subchapter shall have 
in effect— 

‘‘(1) requirements, policies, and procedures 
to require and conduct criminal background 
checks for child care staff members (includ-
ing prospective child care staff members) of 
child care providers described in subsection 
(c)(1); and 

‘‘(2) licensing, regulation, and registration 
requirements, as applicable, that prohibit 
the employment of child care staff members 
as described in subsection (c). 

‘‘(b) REQUIREMENTS.—A criminal back-
ground check for a child care staff member 
under subsection (a) shall include— 

‘‘(1) a search of the State criminal and sex 
offender registry or repository in the State 
where the child care staff member resides, 
and each State where such staff member re-
sided during the preceding 5 years; 

‘‘(2) a search of State-based child abuse and 
neglect registries and databases in the State 
where the child care staff member resides, 
and each State where such staff member re-
sided during the preceding 5 years; 

‘‘(3) a search of the National Crime Infor-
mation Center; 

‘‘(4) a Federal Bureau of Investigation fin-
gerprint check using the Integrated Auto-
mated Fingerprint Identification System; 
and 

‘‘(5) a search of the National Sex Offender 
Registry established under the Adam Walsh 
Child Protection and Safety Act of 2006 (42 
U.S.C. 16901 et seq.). 

‘‘(c) PROHIBITIONS.— 
‘‘(1) CHILD CARE STAFF MEMBERS.—A child 

care staff member shall be ineligible for em-
ployment by a child care provider that is re-
ceiving assistance under this subchapter if 
such individual— 

‘‘(A) refuses to consent to the criminal 
background check described in subsection 
(b); 

‘‘(B) knowingly makes a materially false 
statement in connection with such criminal 
background check; 

‘‘(C) is registered, or is required to be reg-
istered, on a State sex offender registry or 
repository or the National Sex Offender Reg-
istry established under the Adam Walsh 
Child Protection and Safety Act of 2006 (42 
U.S.C. 16901 et seq.); or 

‘‘(D) has been convicted of a felony con-
sisting of— 

‘‘(i) murder, as described in section 1111 of 
title 18, United States Code; 

‘‘(ii) child abuse or neglect; 
‘‘(iii) a crime against children, including 

child pornography; 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:35 Sep 16, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00014 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A15SE7.011 H15SEPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

3T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7471 September 15, 2014 
‘‘(iv) spousal abuse; 
‘‘(v) a crime involving rape or sexual as-

sault; 
‘‘(vi) kidnapping; 
‘‘(vii) arson; 
‘‘(viii) physical assault or battery; or 
‘‘(ix) subject to subsection (e)(4), a drug-re-

lated offense committed during the pre-
ceding 5 years; or 

‘‘(E) has been convicted of a violent mis-
demeanor committed as an adult against a 
child, including the following crimes: child 
abuse, child endangerment, sexual assault, 
or of a misdemeanor involving child pornog-
raphy. 

‘‘(2) CHILD CARE PROVIDERS.—A child care 
provider described in subsection (i)(1) shall 
be ineligible for assistance provided in ac-
cordance with this subchapter if the provider 
employs a staff member who is ineligible for 
employment under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(d) SUBMISSION OF REQUESTS FOR BACK-
GROUND CHECKS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A child care provider 
covered by subsection (c) shall submit a re-
quest, to the appropriate State agency des-
ignated by a State, for a criminal back-
ground check described in subsection (b), for 
each child care staff member (including pro-
spective child care staff members) of the pro-
vider. 

‘‘(2) STAFF MEMBERS.—Subject to para-
graph (4), in the case of an individual who be-
came a child care staff member before the 
date of enactment of the Child Care and De-
velopment Block Grant Act of 2014, the pro-
vider shall submit such a request— 

‘‘(A) prior to the last day described in sub-
section (j)(1); and 

‘‘(B) not less often than once during each 5- 
year period following the first submission 
date under this paragraph for that staff 
member. 

‘‘(3) PROSPECTIVE STAFF MEMBERS.—Subject 
to paragraph (4), in the case of an individual 
who is a prospective child care staff member 
on or after that date of enactment, the pro-
vider shall submit such a request— 

‘‘(A) prior to the date the individual be-
comes a child care staff member of the pro-
vider; and 

‘‘(B) not less than once during each 5-year 
period following the first submission date 
under this paragraph for that staff member. 

‘‘(4) BACKGROUND CHECK FOR ANOTHER CHILD 
CARE PROVIDER.—A child care provider shall 
not be required to submit a request under 
paragraph (2) or (3) for a child care staff 
member if— 

‘‘(A) the staff member received a back-
ground check described in subsection (b)— 

‘‘(i) within 5 years before the latest date on 
which such a submission may be made; and 

‘‘(ii) while employed by or seeking employ-
ment by another child care provider within 
the State; 

‘‘(B) the State provided to the first pro-
vider a qualifying background check result, 
consistent with this subchapter, for the staff 
member; and 

‘‘(C) the staff member is employed by a 
child care provider within the State, or has 
been separated from employment from a 
child care provider within the State for a pe-
riod of not more than 180 consecutive days. 

‘‘(e) BACKGROUND CHECK RESULTS AND AP-
PEALS.— 

‘‘(1) BACKGROUND CHECK RESULTS.—The 
State shall carry out the request of a child 
care provider for a criminal background 
check as expeditiously as possible, but not to 
exceed 45 days after the date on which such 
request was submitted, and shall provide the 
results of the criminal background check to 
such provider and to the current or prospec-
tive staff member. 

‘‘(2) PRIVACY.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The State shall provide 
the results of the criminal background check 
to the provider in a statement that indicates 
whether a child care staff member (including 
a prospective child care staff member) is eli-
gible or ineligible for employment described 
in subsection (c), without revealing any dis-
qualifying crime or other related informa-
tion regarding the individual. 

‘‘(B) INELIGIBLE STAFF MEMBER.—If the 
child care staff member is ineligible for such 
employment due to the background check, 
the State will, when providing the results of 
the background check, include information 
related to each disqualifying crime, in a re-
port to the staff member or prospective staff 
member. 

‘‘(C) PUBLIC RELEASE OF RESULTS.—No 
State shall publicly release or share the re-
sults of individual background checks, ex-
cept States may release aggregated data by 
crime as listed under subsection (c)(1)(D) 
from background check results, as long as 
such data is not personally identifiable infor-
mation. 

‘‘(3) APPEALS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The State shall provide 

for a process by which a child care staff 
member (including a prospective child care 
staff member) may appeal the results of a 
criminal background check conducted under 
this section to challenge the accuracy or 
completeness of the information contained 
in such member’s criminal background re-
port. 

‘‘(B) APPEALS PROCESS.—The State shall 
ensure that— 

‘‘(i) each child care staff member shall be 
given notice of the opportunity to appeal; 

‘‘(ii) a child care staff member will receive 
instructions about how to complete the ap-
peals process if the child care staff member 
wishes to challenge the accuracy or com-
pleteness of the information contained in 
such member’s criminal background report; 
and 

‘‘(iii) the appeals process is completed in a 
timely manner for each child care staff 
member. 

‘‘(4) REVIEW.—The State may allow for a 
review process through which the State may 
determine that a child care staff member (in-
cluding a prospective child care staff mem-
ber) disqualified for a crime specified in sub-
section (c)(1)(D)(ix) is eligible for employ-
ment described in subsection (c)(1), notwith-
standing subsection (c). The review process 
shall be consistent with title VII of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 2000e et seq.). 

‘‘(5) NO PRIVATE RIGHT OF ACTION.—Nothing 
in this section shall be construed to create a 
private right of action if a provider has acted 
in accordance with this section. 

‘‘(f) FEES FOR BACKGROUND CHECKS.—Fees 
that a State may charge for the costs of 
processing applications and administering a 
criminal background check as required by 
this section shall not exceed the actual costs 
to the State for the processing and adminis-
tration. 

‘‘(g) TRANSPARENCY.—The State must en-
sure that the policies and procedures under 
section 658H are published on the Web site 
(or otherwise publicly available venue in the 
absence of a Web site) of the State and the 
Web sites of local lead agencies. 

‘‘(h) CONSTRUCTION.— 
‘‘(1) DISQUALIFICATION FOR OTHER CRIMES.— 

Nothing in this section shall be construed to 
prevent a State from disqualifying individ-
uals as child care staff members based on 
their conviction for crimes not specifically 
listed in this section that bear upon the fit-
ness of an individual to provide care for and 
have responsibility for the safety and well- 
being of children. 

‘‘(2) RIGHTS AND REMEDIES.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to alter or 

otherwise affect the rights and remedies pro-
vided for child care staff members residing in 
a State that disqualifies individuals as child 
care staff members for crimes not specifi-
cally provided for under this section. 

‘‘(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
‘‘(1) the term ‘child care provider’ means a 

center-based child care provider, a family 
child care provider, or another provider of 
child care services for compensation and on 
a regular basis that— 

‘‘(A) is not an individual who is related to 
all children for whom child care services are 
provided; and 

‘‘(B) is licensed, regulated, or registered 
under State law or receives assistance pro-
vided under this subchapter; and 

‘‘(2) the term ‘child care staff member’ 
means an individual (other than an indi-
vidual who is related to all children for 
whom child care services are provided)— 

‘‘(A) who is employed by a child care pro-
vider for compensation; or 

‘‘(B) whose activities involve the care or 
supervision of children for a child care pro-
vider or unsupervised access to children who 
are cared for or supervised by a child care 
provider. 

‘‘(j) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A State that receives 

funds under this subchapter shall meet the 
requirements of this section for the provi-
sion of criminal background checks for child 
care staff members described in subsection 
(d)(1) not later than the last day of the sec-
ond full fiscal year after the date of enact-
ment of the Child Care and Development 
Block Grant Act of 2014. 

‘‘(2) EXTENSION.—The Secretary may grant 
a State an extension of time, of not more 
than 1 fiscal year, to meet the requirements 
of this section if the State demonstrates a 
good faith effort to comply with the require-
ments of this section. 

‘‘(3) PENALTY FOR NONCOMPLIANCE.—Except 
as provided in paragraphs (1) and (2), for any 
fiscal year that a State fails to comply sub-
stantially with the requirements of this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall withhold 5 percent 
of the funds that would otherwise be allo-
cated to that State in accordance with this 
subchapter for the following fiscal year.’’. 
SEC. 8. REPORTS AND INFORMATION. 

(a) ADMINISTRATION.—Section 658I(a) of the 
Child Care and Development Block Grant 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858g(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) by inserting a comma after ‘‘publish’’; 

and 
(B) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 
(2) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(3) provide technical assistance, such as 

business technical assistance, as described in 
section 658E(c)(2)(V), to States (which may 
include providing assistance on a reimburs-
able basis) which shall be provided by quali-
fied experts on practices grounded in sci-
entifically valid research, where appropriate, 
to carry out this subchapter;’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(4) disseminate, for voluntary informa-

tional purposes, information on practices 
that scientifically valid research indicates 
are most successful in improving the quality 
of programs that receive assistance with this 
subchapter; and 

‘‘(5) after consultation with the heads of 
any other Federal agencies involved, issue 
guidance and disseminate information on 
best practices regarding the use of funding 
combined by States as described in section 
658E(c)(2)(O)(ii), consistent with laws other 
than this subchapter.’’. 

(b) REQUEST FOR RELIEF.—Section 658I of 
the Child Care and Development Block Grant 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858g), as amended by 
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subsection (a), is further amended by adding 
at the end of the following: 

‘‘(c) REQUEST FOR RELIEF.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 

waive for a period of not more than three 
years any provision under this subchapter or 
sanctions imposed upon a State in accord-
ance with subsection (b)(2) upon the State’s 
request for such a waiver if the Secretary 
finds that— 

‘‘(A) the request describes one or more con-
flicting or duplicative requirements pre-
venting the effective delivery of child care 
services to justify a waiver, extraordinary 
circumstances, such as natural disaster or fi-
nancial crisis, or an extended period of time 
for a State legislature to enact legislation to 
implement the provisions of this subchapter; 

‘‘(B) such circumstances included in the re-
quest prevent the State from complying with 
any statutory or regulatory requirements of 
this subchapter; 

‘‘(C) the waiver will, by itself, contribute 
to or enhance the State’s ability to carry out 
the purposes of this subchapter; and, 

‘‘(D) the waiver will not contribute to in-
consistency with the objectives of this law. 

‘‘(2) CONTENTS.—Such request shall be pro-
vided to the Secretary in writing and will— 

‘‘(A) detail each sanction or provision 
within this subchapter that the State seeks 
relief from; 

‘‘(B) describe how a waiver from that sanc-
tion or provision of this subchapter will, by 
itself, improve delivery of child care services 
for children in the State; and 

‘‘(C) certify that the health, safety, and 
well-being of children served through assist-
ance received under this subchapter will not 
be compromised as a result of the waiver. 

‘‘(3) APPROVAL.—Within 90 days after the 
receipt of a State’s request under this sub-
section, the Secretary shall inform the State 
of approval or disapproval of the request. If 
the plan is disapproved, the Secretary shall, 
at this time, inform the State, the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce of 
the House of Representatives, and the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions of the Senate of the reasons for the 
disapproval and give the State the oppor-
tunity to amend the request. In the case of 
approval, the Secretary shall, within 30 days 
of granting such waiver, notify and submit a 
report to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions of the Senate on 
the circumstances of the waiver including 
each specific sanction or provision waived, 
the reason as given by the State of the need 
for a waiver, and the expected impact of the 
waiver on children served under this pro-
gram. 

‘‘(4) EXTERNAL CONDITIONS.—The Secretary 
shall not require or impose any new or addi-
tional requirements in exchange for receipt 
of a waiver if such requirements are not 
specified in this subchapter. 

‘‘(5) DURATION.—The Secretary may ap-
prove a request under this subsection for a 
period not to exceed three years, unless a re-
newal is granted under paragraph (7). 

‘‘(6) TERMINATION.—The Secretary shall 
terminate approval of a request for a waiver 
authorized under this subsection if the Sec-
retary determines, after notice and oppor-
tunity for a hearing, that the performance of 
a State granted relief under this subsection 
has been inadequate, or if such relief is no 
longer necessary to achieve its original pur-
poses. 

‘‘(7) RENEWAL.—The Secretary may ap-
prove or disapprove a request from a State 
for renewal of an existing waiver under this 
subchapter for a period no longer than one 
year. A State seeking to renew their waiver 
approval must inform the Secretary of this 

intent no later than 30 days prior to the expi-
ration date of the waiver. The State shall re- 
certify in its extension request the provi-
sions in paragraph (2) of this subchapter, and 
shall also explain the need for additional 
time of relief from such sanction(s) or provi-
sions approved under this law as provided in 
this subchapter. 

‘‘(8) RESTRICTIONS.—Nothing in this sub-
chapter shall be construed as providing the 
Secretary the authority to permit States to 
alter the eligibility requirements for eligible 
children, including work requirements, job 
training, or educational program participa-
tion, that apply to the parents of eligible 
children under this subchapter. Nothing in 
this subsection shall be construed to allow 
the Secretary to waive anything related to 
his or her authority under this subchapter.’’. 

(c) REPORTS.—Section 658K(a) of the Child 
Care and Development Block Grant Act of 
1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858i(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(B)— 
(A) in clause (ix), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 

end; 
(B) in clause (x), by striking the semicolon 

at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(xi) whether the children receiving assist-

ance under this subchapter are homeless 
children;’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A), by striking ‘‘December 31, 1997’’ and all 
that follows through ‘‘thereafter’’, and in-
serting ‘‘1 year after the date of the enact-
ment of the Child Care and Development 
Block Grant Act of 2014, and annually there-
after,’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 658P(5)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 658P(6)’’; 

(C) in subparagraph (E) by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) the number of child fatalities occur-

ring among children while in the care and fa-
cility of child care providers receiving assist-
ance under this subchapter, listed by type of 
child care provider and indicating whether 
the providers (excluding child care providers 
described in section 658P(6)(B)) are licensed 
or license-exempt.’’. 

(d) REPORT BY SECRETARY.—Section 658L of 
the Child Care and Development Block Grant 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858j) is amended— 

(1) by striking the section heading and in-
serting the following: 
‘‘SEC. 658L. REPORTS, HOTLINE, AND WEB SITE.’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘Not later’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(a) REPORT BY SECRETARY.—Not later’’; 
(3) by striking ‘‘1998’’ and inserting ‘‘2016’’; 
(4) by striking ‘‘to the Committee’’ and all 

that follows through ‘‘of the Senate’’ and in-
serting ‘‘to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions of the Senate’’; 

(5) by inserting after ‘‘States.’’ the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘Such report shall contain a determination 
around whether each State that uses 
amounts provided under this subchapter has 
complied with the priority for services de-
scribed in sections 658E(c)(2)(Q) and 
658E(c)(3)(B).’’; and 

(6) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) NATIONAL TOLL-FREE HOTLINE AND 

WEB SITE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall op-

erate, directly or through the use of grants 
or contracts, a national toll-free hotline and 
Web site, to— 

‘‘(A) develop and disseminate publicly 
available child care consumer education in-
formation for parents and help parents ac-
cess safe and quality child care services in 

their community, with a range of price op-
tions, that best suits their family’s needs; 
and 

‘‘(B) to allow persons to report (anony-
mously if desired) suspected child abuse or 
neglect, or violations of health and safety re-
quirements, by an eligible child care pro-
vider that receives assistance under this sub-
chapter or a member of the provider’s staff. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary shall 
ensure that the hotline and Web site meet 
the following requirements: 

‘‘(A) REFERRAL TO LOCAL CHILD CARE PRO-
VIDERS.—The Web site shall be hosted by 
‘childcare.gov’. The Web site shall enable a 
child care consumer to enter a zip code and 
obtain a referral to local child care providers 
described in subparagraph (B) within a speci-
fied search radius. 

‘‘(B) INFORMATION.—The Web site shall pro-
vide to consumers, directly or through link-
ages to State databases, at a minimum— 

‘‘(i) a localized list of all eligible child care 
providers, differentiating between licensed 
and license-exempt providers; 

‘‘(ii) any provider-specific information 
from a Quality Rating and Improvement 
System or information about other quality 
indicators, to the extent the information is 
publicly available and to the extent prac-
ticable; 

‘‘(iii) any other provider-specific informa-
tion about compliance with licensing, and 
health and safety requirements to the extent 
the information is publicly available and to 
the extent practicable; 

‘‘(iv) referrals to local resource and refer-
ral organizations from which consumers can 
find more information about child care pro-
viders; and 

‘‘(v) State information about child care 
subsidy programs and other financial sup-
ports available to families. 

‘‘(C) NATIONWIDE CAPACITY.—The Web site 
and hotline shall have the capacity to help 
families in every State and community in 
the Nation. 

‘‘(D) INFORMATION AT ALL HOURS.—The Web 
site shall provide, to parents and families, 
access to information about child care serv-
ices 24 hours a day. 

‘‘(E) SERVICES IN DIFFERENT LANGUAGES.— 
The Web site and hotline shall ensure the 
widest possible access to services for families 
who speak languages other than English. 

‘‘(F) HIGH-QUALITY CONSUMER EDUCATION 
AND REFERRAL.—The Web site and hotline 
shall ensure that families have access to 
easy-to-understand child care consumer edu-
cation and referral services. 

‘‘(3) PROHIBITION.—Nothing in this sub-
section shall be construed to allow the Sec-
retary to compel States to provide addi-
tional data and information that is currently 
(as of the date of enactment of the Child 
Care and Development Block Grant Act of 
2014) not publicly available, or is not re-
quired by this subchapter, unless such addi-
tional data are related to the purposes and 
scope of this subchapter, and are subject to 
a notice and comment period of no less than 
90 days.’’. 

(e) PROTECTION OF INFORMATION.—Section 
658K(a)(1) of the Child Care and Development 
Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858i(a)(1)) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(E) PROHIBITION.—Reports submitted to 
the Secretary under subparagraph (C) shall 
not contain personally identifiable informa-
tion.’’. 
SEC. 9. RESERVATION FOR TOLL-FREE HOTLINE 

AND WEB SITE; PAYMENTS TO BEN-
EFIT INDIAN CHILDREN; TECHNICAL 
ASSISTANCE AND EVALUATION. 

Section 658O of the Child Care and Devel-
opment Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
9858m) is amended— 
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(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ and insert-

ing the following: 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’; 
(ii) by striking ‘‘1 percent, and not more 

than 2 percent,’’ and inserting ‘‘2 percent’’; 
and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) LIMITATIONS.—Notwithstanding sub-

paragraph (A), the Secretary shall only re-
serve an amount that is greater than 2 per-
cent of the amount appropriated under sec-
tion 658B, for payments described in subpara-
graph (A), for a fiscal year (referred to in 
this subparagraph as the ‘reservation year’) 
if — 

‘‘(i) the amount appropriated under section 
658B for the reservation year is greater than 
the amount appropriated under section 658B 
for fiscal year 2014; and 

‘‘(ii) the Secretary ensures that the 
amount allotted to States under subsection 
(b) for the reservation year is not less than 
the amount allotted to States under sub-
section (b) for fiscal year 2014.’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) NATIONAL TOLL-FREE HOTLINE AND WEB 

SITE.—The Secretary shall reserve up to 
$1,500,000 of the amount appropriated under 
this subchapter for each fiscal year for the 
operation of a national toll-free hotline and 
Web site, under section 658L(b). 

‘‘(4) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary 
shall reserve up to 1⁄2 of 1 percent of the 
amount appropriated under this subchapter 
for each fiscal year to support technical as-
sistance and dissemination activities under 
paragraphs (3) and (4) of section 658I(a). 

‘‘(5) RESEARCH, DEMONSTRATION, AND EVAL-
UATION.—The Secretary may reserve 1⁄2 of 1 
percent of the amount appropriated under 
this subchapter for each fiscal year to con-
duct research and demonstration activities, 
as well as periodic external, independent 
evaluations of the impact of the program de-
scribed by this subchapter on increasing ac-
cess to child care services and improving the 
safety and quality of child care services, 
using scientifically valid research meth-
odologies, and to disseminate the key find-
ings of those evaluations widely and on a 
timely basis.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (2), by adding at the end 

the following: 
‘‘(D) LICENSING AND STANDARDS.—In lieu of 

any licensing and regulatory requirements 
applicable under State or local law, the Sec-
retary, in consultation with Indian tribes 
and tribal organizations, shall develop min-
imum child care standards that shall be ap-
plicable to Indian tribes and tribal organiza-
tions receiving assistance under this sub-
chapter. Such standards shall appropriately 
reflect Indian tribe and tribal organization 
needs and available resources, and shall in-
clude standards requiring a publicly avail-
able application, health and safety stand-
ards, and standards requiring a reservation 
of funds for activities to improve the quality 
of child care services provided to Indian chil-
dren.’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (6), by striking subpara-
graph (C) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(C) LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (ii), the Secretary may not permit an 
Indian tribe or tribal organization to use 
amounts provided under this subsection for 
construction or renovation if the use will re-
sult in a decrease in the level of child care 
services provided by the Indian tribe or trib-
al organization as compared to the level of 
child care services provided by the Indian 
tribe or tribal organization in the fiscal year 
preceding the year for which the determina-
tion under subparagraph (B) is being made. 

‘‘(ii) WAIVER.—The Secretary shall waive 
the limitation described in clause (i) if— 

‘‘(I) the Secretary determines that the de-
crease in the level of child care services pro-
vided by the Indian tribe or tribal organiza-
tion is temporary; and 

‘‘(II) the Indian tribe or tribal organization 
submits to the Secretary a plan that dem-
onstrates that after the date on which the 
construction or renovation is completed— 

‘‘(aa) the level of child care services will 
increase; or 

‘‘(bb) the quality of child care services will 
improve.’’. 
SEC. 10. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 658P of the Child Care and Devel-
opment Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
9858n) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (4) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(3) CHILD WITH A DISABILITY.—The term 
‘child with a disability’ means— 

‘‘(A) a child with a disability, as defined in 
section 602 of the Individuals with Disabil-
ities Education Act (20 U.S.C. 1401); 

‘‘(B) a child who is eligible for early inter-
vention services under part C of the Individ-
uals with Disabilities Education Act (20 
U.S.C. 1431 et seq.); 

‘‘(C) a child who is less than 13 years of age 
and who is eligible for services under section 
504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29 
U.S.C. 794); and 

‘‘(D) a child with a disability, as defined by 
the State involved. 

‘‘(4) ELIGIBLE CHILD.—The term ‘eligible 
child’ means an individual— 

‘‘(A) who is less than 13 years of age; 
‘‘(B) whose family income does not exceed 

85 percent of the State median income for a 
family of the same size, and whose family as-
sets do not exceed $1,000,000 (as certified by a 
member of such family); and 

‘‘(C) who— 
‘‘(i) resides with a parent or parents who 

are working or attending a job training or 
educational program; or 

‘‘(ii) is receiving, or needs to receive, pro-
tective services and resides with a parent or 
parents not described in clause (i).’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (5) through 
(9) as paragraphs (6) through (10), respec-
tively; 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (4), the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(5) ENGLISH LEARNER.—The term ‘English 
learner’ means an individual who is limited 
English proficient, as defined in section 9101 
of the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801) or section 637 of 
the Head Start Act (42 U.S.C. 9832).’’; 

(4) in paragraph (6)(A), as redesignated by 
paragraph (2)— 

(A) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘section 
658E(c)(2)(E)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
658E(c)(2)(F)’’; and 

(B) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘section 
658E(c)(2)(F)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
658E(c)(2)(I)’’; 

(5) in paragraph (9), as redesignated by 
paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘designated’’ and 
all that follows and inserting ‘‘designated or 
established under section 658D(a).’’; 

(6) in paragraph (10), as redesignated by 
paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘, foster parent,’’ 
after ‘‘guardian’’; 

(7) by redesignating paragraphs (11) 
through (14) as paragraphs (12) through (15), 
respectively; and 

(8) by inserting after paragraph (10), as re-
designated by paragraph (2), the following: 

‘‘(11) SCIENTIFICALLY VALID RESEARCH.—The 
term ‘scientifically valid research’ includes 
applied research, basic research, and field- 
initiated research, for which the rationale, 
design, and interpretation are soundly devel-
oped in accordance with principles of sci-
entific research.’’. 

SEC. 11. PARENTAL RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBIL-
ITIES. 

Section 658Q of the Child Care and Devel-
opment Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
9858o) is amended— 

(1) by inserting before ‘‘Nothing’’ the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) PARENTAL RIGHTS TO USE CHILD CARE 

CERTIFICATES.—Nothing in this subchapter 
shall be construed in a manner— 

‘‘(1) to favor or promote the use of grants 
and contracts for the receipt of child care 
services under this subchapter over the use 
of child care certificates; or 

‘‘(2) to disfavor or discourage the use of 
such certificates for the purchase of child 
care services, including those services pro-
vided by private or nonprofit entities, such 
as faith-based providers.’’. 
SEC. 12. STUDIES ON WAITING LISTS. 

(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General of 
the United States shall conduct studies to 
determine, for each State, the number of 
families that— 

(1) are eligible to receive assistance under 
the Child Care and Development Block Grant 
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858 et seq.); 

(2) have applied for the assistance, identi-
fied by the type of assistance requested; and 

(3) have been placed on a waiting list for 
the assistance. 

(b) REPORT.—The Comptroller General 
shall prepare a report containing the results 
of each study and shall submit the report to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor 
and Pensions of the Senate, and the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce of 
the House of Representatives— 

(1) not later than 2 years after the date of 
enactment of this Act; and 

(2) every 2 years thereafter. 
(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 

‘‘State’’ has the meaning given the term in 
section 658P of the Child Care and Develop-
ment Block Grant Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
9858n). 
SEC. 13. REVIEW OF FEDERAL EARLY LEARNING 

AND CARE PROGRAMS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Health 

and Human Services, in conjunction with the 
Secretary of Education, shall conduct an 
interdepartmental review of all early learn-
ing and care programs for children less than 
6 years of age in order to— 

(1) develop a plan for the elimination of 
overlapping programs, as identified by the 
Government Accountability Office’s 2012 an-
nual report (GAO–12–342SP); and 

(2) make recommendations to Congress for 
streamlining all such programs. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Education 
and the heads of all Federal agencies that 
administer Federal early learning and care 
programs, shall submit to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of 
the Senate and the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce of the House of Rep-
resentatives, a detailed report that outlines 
the efficiencies that can be achieved by, as 
well as specific recommendations for, elimi-
nating overlap and fragmentation among all 
Federal early learning and care programs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. KLINE) and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
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have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on S. 1086. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 

support of S. 1086, the Child Care and 
Development Block Grant Act of 2014. 

Mr. Speaker, across the country 
countless men and women are trying to 
build a better life for their families. 
Some are working more for less in 
order to make ends meet; others are 
pursuing a degree at a local university 
or improving their skills at a nearby 
community college. 

Whether going to work or school, 
most parents face a difficult question: 
Who will care for my child? Is there a 
trusted child care provider who will 
keep my son or daughter safe? And if 
there is, can I afford it? 

For nearly two decades, the Child 
Care and Development Block Grant 
program has helped low-income fami-
lies answer these tough questions. The 
program funds State efforts to provide 
vulnerable families access to child 
care. Parents receive assistance in the 
form of a voucher or certificate to pay 
the child care provider of their choice. 

Approximately 1.5 million children 
under the age of 13 are in a child care 
arrangement funded through the pro-
gram, including over 25,000 children in 
my home State of Minnesota. It is a 
vital safety net for moms and dads try-
ing to lift their families out of poverty. 

At a hearing held earlier this year, 
one witness told the story of a woman 
named Rita. Speaking of the Child Care 
and Development Block Grant pro-
gram, Rita said: ‘‘These Federal invest-
ments were quite a serious lifeline for 
me. I know where I came from, and I do 
not want to go back.’’ 

Rita’s experience is shared by many 
Americans. Yet despite the importance 
of the program, it has been almost 20 
years since Congress reformed the law. 
As with any Federal program left on 
autopilot, problems will emerge, and 
this program is no different. 

Poor coordination across related 
services and a lack of information 
make it difficult for parents looking 
for the best provider to know the full 
range of options. Perhaps most trou-
bling, a patchwork of State licensing, 
monitoring, and related safety require-
ments means some children aren’t pro-
tected like they should be. 

These families deserve better, which 
is why I am proud to support this im-
portant legislation. The bill before us 
includes a number of commonsense re-
forms that will strengthen the program 
and our support of these at-risk fami-
lies. 

For example, the legislation requires 
all participating child care providers to 
undergo, at a minimum, an annual in-
spection to ensure compliance with 
health, safety, and fire standards. The 

bill enhances existing training for pro-
viders and their workers; so every child 
is under the care of a well-trained pro-
fessional. 

The legislation also reins in the au-
thority of the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services to prevent this and fu-
ture administrations from writing on-
erous rules that would limit access to 
this important service. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a long way to 
go before every American enjoys the 
opportunity and prosperity they and 
their family deserve. By supporting 
this bipartisan legislation, we have a 
chance to help these families succeed 
and set their children on the path to a 
bright future. 

Before closing, I would like to recog-
nize a number of my colleagues who 
helped make this legislative achieve-
ment possible, including Senators TOM 
HARKIN and LAMAR ALEXANDER, the 
chairman and senior Republican on the 
Senate Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions Committee. 

I would also like to thank the senior 
Democrat on the Education and the 
Workforce Committee, GEORGE MILLER, 
and Representatives TODD ROKITA and 
DAVID LOEBSACK. 

Last, but certainly not least, Sen-
ators RICHARD BURR and BARBARA MI-
KULSKI laid the foundation for the bi-
partisan, bicameral agreement we are 
discussing today, and we are all grate-
ful for their years of dedication to this 
really important issue. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, we would not 
be here today were it not for the hard 
work and dedication of our staff. I wish 
time permitted an opportunity to rec-
ognize each and every one of them. We 
are forever grateful for their service. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
motion to pass S. 1086, as amended. 
This bill represents a bipartisan, bi-
cameral agreement to reauthorize the 
Child Care and Development Block 
Grant, or CCDBG, which is the largest 
funding source for child care programs. 
It has been almost 20 years since this 
CCDBG was reauthorized, and working 
families and young children should not 
have to wait any longer. 

This block grant provides Federal re-
sources to States to help low-income 
families pay for child care while a par-
ent works or is in an educational or job 
training program. This program sup-
ports self-sufficiency and promotes 
workforce stability. 

Just as important, this funding offers 
children vital early learning experi-
ences that set them on a path toward 
success in school, in the workforce, and 
the rest of their lives. However, the 
current law, besides being outdated, 
has some limitations in ensuring low- 
income children access to this impor-
tant program. 

For example, the law currently has 
very few specific requirements on the 

quality of child care, and States have 
significant latitude to set quality 
standards. This results in a great deal 
of low-quality child care being funded. 
Recent research has found that about 
only one-third of child care programs 
funded by the block grant is actually of 
good quality. 

b 1645 
Access is another concern. Only one 

in six children eligible for the program 
is actually enrolled. 

This reauthorization seeks to address 
these problems by improving child care 
access, making critical new invest-
ments, and helping to ensure that chil-
dren are safe and receive quality care. 

For example, this bill increases the 
number of funds that States must 
spend on activities to improve the 
quality of child care, including care for 
infants and toddlers. It also requires 
States to conduct a statewide assess-
ment of their needs for quality im-
provement and to align their quality 
initiatives with the results of that as-
sessment. 

The bill provides States with nearly 
a dozen proven initiatives that they 
can deploy to improve quality, ranging 
from training and professional develop-
ment to quality rating systems and 
health and nutrition policies. 

The bill also adds State requirements 
on training and professional develop-
ment for child care providers, for child- 
to-staff ratios, annual inspections for 
providers that receive Federal assist-
ance, coordination with other federally 
funded early childhood programs, the 
development and maintenance of early 
learning and development guidelines, 
and background checks to keep violent 
and sexual offenders away from our Na-
tion’s children. 

This bill expands the requirements 
for health and safety, and consumer 
education, including funding for a toll 
free hotline and a Web site to report 
suspected child abuse or safety viola-
tions. 

This legislation also improves access 
to care by expanding the eligibility of 
participating families to at least a 
year, regardless of changes in their in-
come or work schedules or training or 
educational status. It prioritizes serv-
ices for families with the lowest in-
comes. It eases enrollment require-
ments for homeless children. It helps 
families connect with quality programs 
and reduces expulsions from early 
childhood learning programs by train-
ing providers about positive behavior 
supports and interventions with young 
children. Finally, it enhances the 
transparency of the cost of care. 

This important legislative update to 
the CCDBG is long overdue. Improve-
ments made by this legislation are 
critical for millions of children and 
their families, and for the future of our 
Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Washington (Mrs. 
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MCMORRIS RODGERS), the chairwoman 
of the Republican Conference and a 
member of our leadership team. 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Thank 
you, Mr. Chairman, the ranking mem-
bers, and everyone on both sides for 
their tremendous work on this impor-
tant legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, right before the August 
recess the Republican women of the 
House joined together to highlight a 
family empowerment package, of 
which this bill is a critical piece, and I 
am proud to stand here and say that we 
are passing another bill in that agenda 
that empowers women and families. 

Women now make up nearly half of 
our workforce, and in many cases they 
are the primary breadwinners and the 
heads of their households. Yet so many 
of our labor laws and workplace laws 
were written at a different time—at a 
time when very few women worked. As 
moms and dads are seeking their way 
to get back to where they were after a 
stagnant economic time, work and job 
training programs are so important. 
Moms and dads across the country are 
still worried about paying their bills, 
affording the costs needed at home, and 
securing their kids’ futures. They need 
help, and that is what this bill does. 

It empowers and supports families 
who are seeking better lives for their 
families. It allows them peace of mind 
about their children’s safety and well- 
being while they are at work, allowing 
parents to focus on securing a better 
future. I urge my colleagues to support 
this important legislation. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER), the ranking member 
of the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of Chairman KLINE’s amendment in the 
nature of a substitute to S. 1086. 

The Child Care and Development 
Block Grant, or the CCDBG, is an in-
dispensable resource for millions of 
children and families nationwide. This 
enables parents to send their kids to 
safe, high-quality, and affordable child 
care so they can work or attend train-
ing programs or provide for their fami-
lies. Meanwhile, the program helps 
place children in the sorts of environ-
ments they need for healthy growth 
and development. 

However, it has been almost 20 years 
since last we updated this program. In 
that time, we have learned that we 
need to do more to ensure that children 
receive high-quality care in safe set-
tings. That is why this vote is so very 
important. That is why I am so pleased 
to have reached bipartisan-bicameral 
consensus on this legislation. 

I would like to thank all of the orga-
nizations for their support of this legis-
lation in the process of finalizing this 
legislation, which has been done over 
the last several weeks. This bill is not 
on suspension because it is unimpor-
tant; it is on suspension because we 
recognize the urgency of getting this 
done this year, and we also recognize a 
growing national bipartisan consensus 
about the value of children being 
placed in high-quality, safe environ-
ments during their early learning 
years. 

I would like to include letters from 
the following organizations: Save the 
Children; Child Care Aware of America; 
the National Women’s Law Center; the 
Center For Law and Social Policy; Zero 
to Three; the Early Care and Education 
Consortium; the National Association 
for the Education of Young Children; 
the Children’s Defense Fund; the Na-
tional Education Association; and the 
American Federation of Teachers. 

AMERICAN FEDERATION OF TEACHERS, 
Washington, DC, September 15, 2014. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the 
more than 1.6 million members of the Amer-
ican Federation of Teachers—including ap-
proximately 90,000 early childhood education 
professionals who work in diverse settings, 
such as preschool classrooms, family child 
care, child care centers, Head Start and 
Early Head Start—I urge you to support, as 
amended, S. 1086, the bipartisan Child Care 
and Development Block Grant Act of 2014. 

The CCDBG helps low-income parents pay 
for child care so they can work or pursue an 
education. S. 1086 guarantees a family’s child 
care eligibility for at least 12 months, re-
gardless of any fluctuation in income, job or 
education. This offers a vital lifeline and a 
path to the middle class for millions of fami-
lies across the nation. 

It has been nearly 20 years since the 
CCDBG was last reauthorized. Since that 
time, early childhood education and child 
care programs have been transformed by re-
search on child development. This bill re-
flects the advancement of this knowledge 
and will truly modernize the program. 

S. 1086 brings child care standards into this 
century by focusing on the health and safety 
of children, and by giving parents more con-
fidence that their child is being well cared 
for while they are at work or school. In addi-
tion, the bill ensures our youngest and most 
vulnerable are safe by making inspections 
annual and requiring that all providers and 
employees obtain background checks and 
training before they care for children. S. 1086 
also makes all this information more trans-
parent and available to the public, especially 
to parents and family members. 

This bill acknowledges that a component 
of a high-quality child care program includes 
having a workforce that is well-prepared and 
well-trained. This bill requires states to es-
tablish a professional development progres-
sion and dedicate more funding for training, 
professional development and advancement 
of the child care workforce. In particular, 
the bill, as amended, also addresses the lat-
est data on expulsions from early education 
programs by requiring that part of the staff 

training focuses on child behavioral sup-
ports. The training and professional develop-
ment requirements not only will benefit edu-
cators and staff working in child care, but 
also will have lasting, positive effects for the 
children in their care and those children’s 
families. 

However, while this bill is a significant 
first step toward providing every child in our 
nation with a high-quality early learning 
and care program, we know we can’t do it 
right on the cheap. Without the necessary 
federal resources to implement these impor-
tant health and safety standards and 
trainings, states either will be unable to in-
crease the quality of child care and edu-
cation or will simply have to cut access to 
high-quality child care to children and fami-
lies that need it the most. States should not 
have to choose between quality and access. 
We look forward to working with Congress to 
pass this legislation and secure the resources 
needed for its successful implementation. 

Finally, we are equally committed to 
partnering with Congress to expand high- 
quality early education for all children from 
birth to kindergarten. 

Thank you for your consideration of our 
views on this matter. The AFT urges you to 
vote yes when S. 1086 comes to the House 
floor. 

Sincerely, 
RANDI WEINGARTEN, 

President. 

SAVE THE CHILDREN, 
September 14, 2014. 

Hon. JOHN KLINE, 
Hon. GEORGE MILLER, 
House Committee on Education and the Work-

force, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN KLINE AND RANKING MEM-

BER MILLER: On behalf of Save the Children, 
the leading independent organization dedi-
cated to creating real and lasting change in 
the lives of children in need in the United 
States and around the world, we are proud to 
support your efforts to improve the safety, 
health and quality of child care through the 
Child Care and Development Block Grant 
Act of 2014. As you well know, Save the Chil-
dren has dedicated nearly a century of serv-
ice in America to helping children affected 
by disasters. And we have valued our tre-
mendous partnership with you to make sure 
children’s safety in emergencies remains a 
priority—particularly in the child care set-
ting. 

We support the proposed CCDBG improve-
ments focused on safety, health and quality 
improvements. In particular, with 69 million 
children separated from their parents every 
work day, we support and commend your in-
clusion of the disaster preparedness section 
and disaster plan components § 5(u)(iii) 
which are in line with the recommendations 
from the National Commission on Children 
and Disasters which serve as the basis for 
Save the Children’s annual report card on 
children and disasters, now in its seventh 
year. 

We applaud your leadership on keeping 
children safe in emergencies and thank you 
for all you have done and continue to do to 
create lasting positive change in the lives of 
children. 

Sincerely, 
RICHARD BLAND, 

National Director, Policy & Advocacy, 
U.S. Programs, Save the Children. 
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CHILD CARE AWARE OF AMERICA, 

Arlington, VA, September 15, 2014. 
Hon. TOM HARKIN, 
Chairman, Senate Committee on Health, Edu-

cation, Labor and Pensions, Washington, 
DC. 

Hon. BARBARA MIKULSKI, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. LAMAR ALEXANDER, 
Ranking Member, Senate Committee on Health, 

Education, Labor and Pensions, Wash-
ington, DC. 

Hon. RICHARD BURR, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. JOHN KLINE, 
Chairman, House Education and the Workforce 

Committee, Washington, DC. 
Hon. GEORGE MILLER, 
Ranking Member, House Education and the 

Workforce Committee, Washington, DC. 
Hon. TODD ROKITA, 
U.S. House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 
Hon. DAVE LOEBSACK, 
U.S. House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN HARKIN, RANKING MEMBER 
ALEXANDER, SENATOR MIKULSKI, AND SEN-
ATOR BURR, CHAIRMAN KLINE, RANKING MEM-
BER MILLER, REPRESENTATIVE ROKITA, AND 
REPRESENTATIVE LOEBSACK: I am writing on 
behalf of Child Care Aware® of America (for-
merly the National Association of Child Care 
Resource & Referral Agencies, NACCRRA) to 
express support for your legislation, the 
Child Care & Development Block Grant Act 
of 2014, which would reauthorize the Child 
Care and Development Block Grant and 
would better protect the health and improve 
safety of children in child care settings 
across America. 

Families want their children to be safe in 
child care. They reasonably assume that a 
child care license means the state has ap-
proved some minimum level of protection for 
children and that the program will promote 
their healthy development. Our nationwide 
polling shows that parents also believe there 
is oversight by the state. However, most 
state licensing requirements are weak and 
oversight is weaker. 

For over 15 years, reauthorization of the 
Child Care and Development Block Grant has 
been Child Care Aware® of America’s top leg-
islative priority and we have been working 
on both the federal and state levels to im-
prove the quality of child care. 

Child Care Aware® of America has issued 
seven licensing studies that show state laws 
regarding child care settings vary greatly. 
The most recent report, We Can Do Better: 
2013 Update, scored and ranked the states on 
their child care center program require-
ments and oversight policies. The average 
score was 92 out of a total possible score of 
150—for a grade of 61 percent. 

Children’s early years are proven to be the 
most impactful time to create strong learn-
ers. This reauthorization bill is a huge step 
to move the nation forward ensuring chil-
dren are safe and receiving the best early 
learning experiences while in child care. This 
bill sets the standard all families expect for 
their children by requiring providers to un-
dergo comprehensive background checks, an-
nual and pre-licensure inspections, and 
training. 

This bill includes significant measures to 
improve the quality of child care and ensure 
that all children in child care settings are 
safe. 

Child Care Aware® of America looks for-
ward to working with you to pass this legis-
lation into law. Thank you for your contin-
ued leadership in support of our nation’s 
children. 

Sincerely, 
LYNETTE M. FRAGA, PH.D., 

Executive Director. 

L. CAROL SCOTT, PH.D., 
President, Board of 

Directors. 
MICHELLE NOTH 

MCCREADY, 
Director of Policy. 

NICHOLAS P. VUCIC, 
Senior Government Af-

fairs Associate. 

CHILDCARE AWARE OF VIRGINIA, 
Richmond, VA, September 15, 2014. 

Hon. GEORGE MILLER, 
Ranking Member, U.S. House Education and 

the Workforce Committee, Washington, DC. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE MILLER: As Execu-

tive Director of Child Care Aware of Vir-
ginia, a nonprofit statewide child care re-
source and referral network, I am writing to 
thank you and to express full support for the 
bipartisan, bicameral legislation to reau-
thorize the Child Care and Development 
Block Grant (CCDBG). 

As an organization that works every day to 
assist parents in finding child care and to as-
sist child care providers in offering quality 
child care settings, I see first-hand both the 
demand for and the need for quality child 
care. Over Labor Day weekend, the Wash-
ington Post ran several stories about the 
deaths of 60 children in child care in Vir-
ginia, 43 in unlicensed care over the past sev-
eral years. When any child dies it is cer-
tainly a tragedy, but it is a double tragedy 
when you know that the deaths could be pre-
vented by better training for child care pro-
viders and more oversight from states. 

The bicameral, bipartisan, Child Care and 
Development Block Grant Reauthorization 
Act will combine important safety protec-
tions for children in child care with more ac-
countability for the expenditure of public 
dollars. 

I commend your leadership and the efforts 
of Chairman John Kline, Representative 
Todd Rokita, and Representative David 
Loebsack as well as the leadership of the 
Senate Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions (HELP) Committee for setting aside 
partisan politics and reaching agreement on 
CCDBG reauthorization to ensure that chil-
dren are safe in child care. Parents want 
quality child care. The reauthorization bill 
is the right policy to both ensure children’s 
safety and strengthen the quality of the 
workforce. 

Choices among quality child care settings 
is critical for working parents. This legisla-
tion is an important milestone in support of 
working families. Thank you for all that you 
do in support of working families with chil-
dren. 

Sincerely, 
SHARON VEATCH, 

Executive Director. 

NATIONAL WOMEN’S LAW CENTER, 
Washington, DC, September 12, 2014. 

Hon. GEORGE MILLER, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR RANKING MEMBER MILLER: The Na-
tional Women’s Law Center is pleased that 
the U.S. House of Representatives is moving 
forward with the reauthorization of the 
Child Care and Development Block Grant 
Act of 2014. Your leadership has resulted in a 
reauthorization bill that would improve the 
safety, quality, and accessibility of child 
care and after-school care for children from 
birth to age 13. High-quality, well-funded 
child care helps families work and children 
learn—both of which are important goals for 
the nation. 

Since the last reauthorization of the Child 
Care and Development Block Grant in 1996, 
we have learned much about how to improve 
the quality of child care and after-school 
care and how to make child care assistance 
more accessible to families. Research on the 

importance of quality has spurred greater ef-
forts to support providers in promoting chil-
dren’s positive development from birth. 
State initiatives have shown ways to encour-
age quality improvements through incen-
tives and well-designed reimbursement poli-
cies. This bill incorporates these lessons 
from the research and state innovations in 
an effort to better protect the health and 
safety of children in care, improve the qual-
ity of care overall and for infants and tod-
dlers in particular, facilitate children and 
families’ sustained access to help in paying 
for care and more stable child care arrange-
ments, and support providers serving fami-
lies receiving child care assistance. 

We strongly support the goals of this legis-
lation. We will work with you to obtain the 
funding needed to make these improvements 
and to allow more children to benefit from 
these improvements. Between 2006 and 2012, 
260,000 fewer eligible children received assist-
ance through the Child Care and Develop-
ment Block Grant. In addition, most states’ 
payment rates for child care providers are 
too low to support high-quality care. To re-
verse the decline in children served and to 
successfully implement the much-needed im-
provements included in this legislation, we 
urge Congress to increase mandatory and 
discretionary child care funding. 

Thank you for all your work on this reau-
thorization, which is so important for our 
country’s children and families. 

Sincerely, 
HELEN BLANK, 

Director of Child Care 
and Early Learning. 

JOAN ENTMACHER, 
Vice President for 

Family Economic Se-
curity. 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. ROKITA), the chairman of the 
Early Childhood, Elementary, and Sec-
ondary Education Subcommittee. 

Mr. ROKITA. Thank you, Chairman 
KLINE, for your leadership on this 
issue. 

I also want to thank Ranking Mem-
ber MILLER, Ranking Member 
LOEBSACK, our colleagues across the ro-
tunda, and, of course, the staff, who 
put so much effort into this pro-work, 
pro-family bill today. 

Mr. Speaker, the reauthorization of 
the Child Care and Development Block 
Grant Program is an example of what 
both parties and Houses of Congress 
can do when we are working together 
to find commonsense solutions to na-
tional issues. 

I came to Congress to help all people 
build better lives for themselves and 
their families, and now, here with this 
bill, on this floor today, we get a 
chance to do that. We work together to 
protect children’s early development 
and safety, as well as their parents’ 
employment, by preserving State con-
trol over a Federal program that serves 
over a million and a half young Ameri-
cans. This agreement prevents the ad-
ministration from imposing early 
learning guidelines on our States, and 
it also limits the collection of unneces-
sary data on our children. At the same 
time, we have strengthened oversight 
and accountability at multiple levels 
of government. 

Early childhood care quality will im-
prove because we are enhancing fami-
lies’ access to provider information 
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while maintaining choice of provider. 
Families can choose between public 
and private providers, including reli-
gious providers. They can choose larger 
institutional settings or smaller, or 
even in-home operations. 

As a Member of Congress and as a 
parent, I know that parents, not the 
Federal Government, are best posi-
tioned to choose child care providers, 
and this legislation ensures parents 
will have power over Federal bureauc-
racies, which are no substitute for a 
family. We are holding providers to 
strict safety standards, making sure 
child care professionals have the most 
up-to-date training. Parents who must 
either be working or seeking employ-
ment in order to take advantages of 
this program will have better informa-
tion to guide their decisions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KLINE. I yield the gentleman an 
additional 1 minute. 

Mr. ROKITA. Mr. Speaker, I cer-
tainly didn’t learn about these im-
provements before working on the leg-
islation from the ether. The day nurs-
ery in Avon, Indiana, was one of my 
first stops, and we were able to incor-
porate a lot of what we learned that 
day and every day after in our work 
and into this bill. 

I thank those whom I met with in the 
Fourth District of Indiana, where com-
monsense solutions are part of every-
day life, for their help in getting this 
legislation and the content of it craft-
ed. 

As chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Early Childhood, Elementary, and Sec-
ondary Education, it is not only my 
duty to vote for good legislation but 
for results. Mr. Speaker, I am simply 
here today to ask my colleagues to 
vote for this legislation because it will 
get results. It is one of the things that 
we can do around here in a bipartisan- 
bicameral way to show the American 
people that we are worth our pay-
checks. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I am pleased to yield 3 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts (Ms. 
CLARK). 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, 3 weeks ago I held a policy 
panel on Women’s Economic Equality 
in my district, and when the audience 
was asked how many of you have wor-
ried about the cost of child care, nearly 
every hand shot up in the air. 

While the skyrocketing cost of qual-
ity child care in Massachusetts is 
among the most expensive in the coun-
try, with an average annual cost above 
$16,000, the problem is not limited to 
my home State. Across our country, 
millions of American families report 
child care as their highest expense— 
higher than rent or a college education 
for their children. Without a doubt, the 
cost of quality child care is now one of 
the biggest barriers to economic suc-
cess facing women and families. 

Knowing how critical child care is to 
American families, I am so heartened 

to see the House take action to reau-
thorize the Child Care Development 
Block Grant program, which provides 
grants to States to offer quality child 
care that is accessible to low- and mod-
erate-income families. I am grateful 
that the quality child care provisions 
of my bill, the Infant and Toddler Care 
Improvement Act, have been incor-
porated into this reauthorization. 

As a working mom of three, I under-
stand that parents want nothing more 
than when their children are in child 
care they are happy, learning, safe, and 
healthy. Millions of moms and dads 
across the country, however, are faced 
with impossible choices because of the 
lack of access to quality child care. 
More than 6 million children under the 
age of 3 are in care of someone other 
than their parents each week, and 46 
percent of the children under 3 live in 
low-income families. 

The Child Care and Development 
Block Grant and the quality provisions 
of the Infant and Toddler Care Im-
provement Act offer a vital lifeline and 
a path to the middle class for millions 
of families across the Nation. It is a 
necessary step towards true economic 
equality for women, and it gives our 
kids a great start. 

Today’s compromised bill is a strong 
first step, and I look forward to work-
ing together to strengthen access to 
quality child care. This vote is not con-
troversial, nor is it partisan. It is a win 
for American families. I urge my col-
leagues to support the Child Care and 
Development Block Grant Act of 2014, 
S. 1086, as amended, and I submit for 
the RECORD some support letters. 

CLASP, 
September 12, 2014. 

Hon. JOHN KLINE, 
Hon. GEORGE MILLER, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE KLINE AND REP-
RESENTATIVE MILLER: The Center for Law 
and Social Policy (CLASP) is pleased that 
the House is considering the Child Care and 
Development Block Grant Act of 2014. The 
Center for Law and Social Policy (CLASP) 
seeks to improve the lives of low-income 
people by advocating for policies that deliver 
results that matter. 

Child care assistance is an essential work 
support for low-income parents who struggle 
to find and keep employment to provide for 
their families. The Child Care and Develop-
ment Block Grant (CCDBG) is unique among 
many federal programs in that its two-gen-
eration focus has the ability to support both 
parents’ economic success and children’s 
healthy development. 

The CCDBG Act of 2014 is an important 
step forward for improving the health and 
safety of child care. It also would make cru-
cial improvements to the program that 
would allow children to have more sustained 
access to child care assistance, which helps 
parents stay in their jobs and move up and 
supports children’s development by pro-
viding more continuity in their child care ar-
rangement. The Act seeks to improve the 
quality of child care overall, with a par-
ticular focus on infants and toddlers. Quality 
infant-toddler child care is rare and particu-
larly out of reach for low-income families. 
Given the robust body of research on the im-
portance of the earliest years of life for chil-

dren’s growth and success, CLASP supports 
this effort to improve the quality and avail-
ability of infant-toddler care. 

While we are pleased to lend our support to 
this legislation, we note that increasing re-
sources for child care must also be a top Con-
gressional priority. Our most recent analysis 
shows spending on child care assistance at a 
10-year low. Insufficient federal funds have 
led states to make reductions in their child 
care programs, with the number of children 
served falling to a 14-year low. States will 
need additional resources to meet the goals 
of the legislation and to ensure that low-in-
come families are able to retain access to 
this vital program. Expanding economic op-
portunity for low-income adults today and 
strengthening the foundation for their chil-
dren’s success in school and in life are wor-
thy investments. 

Thank you for your efforts in moving for-
ward this important, bipartisan legislation. 

Sincerely, 
OLIVIA GOLDEN, 

Executive Director. 

ZERO TO THREE, NATIONAL CENTER 
FOR INFANTS, TODDLERS, AND 
FAMILIES, 

September 15, 2014. 
Hon. JOHN KLINE, 
Chairman, Committee on Education and the 

Workforce, Washington, DC. 
Hon. TODD ROKITA, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Early Childhood, 

Elementary, and Secondary Education, 
Committee on Education and the Workforce, 
Washington, DC. 

Hon. GEORGE MILLER, 
Ranking Member, Committee on Education and 

the Workforce, Washington, DC. 
Hon. DAVID LOEBSACK, 
Ranking Member, Subcommittee on Early Child-

hood, Elementary, and Secondary Edu-
cation, Committee on Education and the 
Workforce, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN KLINE, RANKING MEMBER 
MILLER, CHAIRMAN ROKITA, AND RANKING 
MEMBER LOEBSACK: ZERO TO THREE appre-
ciates your leadership in forging a bipartisan 
agreement that will allow the Child Care and 
Development Block Grant Act of 2014 to 
move forward in the House of Representa-
tives and be enacted before the end of the 
113th Congress. Your efforts will have a posi-
tive impact on a program critical not only to 
working parents but to the 6 million infants 
and toddlers who currently spend some por-
tion of their days in child care. 

I commend you for the attention paid to 
ensuring the health and safety of young chil-
dren in child care as well as to improving 
providers’ ability to support positive devel-
opment of the children in their care. We 
know from research that the quality of child 
care—whether excellent or poor—is influen-
tial in shaping early brain development. 

ZERO TO THREE lauds your inclusion of a 
statutory funding set-aside specifically di-
rected toward improving the quality of care 
for infants and toddlers. Creating these tar-
geted resources explicitly recognizes what 
we have long known: the first three years of 
life are of critical importance to preparing 
children for success in school and in life. 
Many of the infants and toddlers in families 
receiving child care subsidies are the same 
ones we speak of having a ‘‘word gap’’ and 
development undermined by toxic stress. 
High-quality care can help them overcome 
these obstacles. The set-aside will be a clear 
signal to states that quality services for in-
fants and toddlers are an essential part of 
the early learning continuum needed to pre-
vent children from falling behind long before 
they reach prekindergarten age. 
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ZERO TO THREE strongly supports the 

goals of this legislation to increase over-
sight, safety assurances, and quality initia-
tives for child care programs. To help realize 
the improvements in this bill, and in order 
to build the early learning system necessary 
to put our children on the path to school 
readiness, starting from birth, a greater in-
fusion of resources is needed. As the real pur-
chasing power of child care funding has erod-
ed over the past few years, many fewer chil-
dren have been served and provider payments 
have fallen to such levels that, in most 
states, high-quality care is largely out of 
reach of families whose children could most 
benefit. 

We urge you to work with your colleagues 
in Congress to fulfill the promise of this bi-
partisan agreement by making additional in-
vestments in child care through both the an-
nual appropriations process and through 
mandatory funding streams in order to pro-
vide stability in meeting the needs of the na-
tion’s families today and in the years to 
come. 

Sincerely, 
MATTHEW MELMED, 

Executive Director, ZERO TO THREE. 

EARLY CARE AND 
EDUCATION CONSORTIUM, 

Washington, DC, September 15, 2014. 
Representative JOHN KLINE, 
Washington, DC. 
Representative TODD ROKITA, 
Washington, DC. 
Senator BARBARA MIKULSKI, 
Washington, DC. 
Senator TOM HARKIN, 
Washington, DC. 
Representative GEORGE MILLER, 
Washington, DC. 
Representative DAVID LOEBSACK, 
Washington, DC. 
Senator RICHARD BURR, 
Washington, DC. 
Senator LAMAR ALEXANDER, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVES KLINE, MILLER, 
ROKITA, AND LOEBSACK, AND SENATORS MI-
KULSKI, BURR, HARKIN AND ALEXANDER, The 
Early Care and Education Consortium 
(ECEC) strongly supports the reauthoriza-
tion of S. 1086, the Child Care & Development 
Block Grant (CCDBG). We thank you for 
your leadership in this bipartisan effort to 
reauthorize the Act. Reauthorizing CCDBG 
this year will allow states to allocate in-
creased FY2014 funding to improve access to 
high-quality early care and education pro-
grams for low-income children and families. 

High-quality care and learning programs 
provide opportunities for healthy growth and 
development that produce positive edu-
cational achievement and high economic re-
turns on investment through adulthood. Ad-
ditionally, CCDBG serves as essential sup-
port to working families who need to ensure 
their children are cared for and learning in a 
safe and high-quality setting during parents’ 
hours of employment, which often exceed the 
regular school day and extend into the 
evening. 

As the nation’s leading trade association of 
high-quality, non-profit and tax-paying, li-
censed child care centers, state child care as-
sociations, and educational services organi-
zations, ECEC members share a commitment 
to high quality, meeting the needs of chil-
dren from infants through school age, and 
supporting working families in communities 
across the country. Representing the voice of 
more than 8,200 centers operating in all 50 
states and the District of Columbia, ECEC is 
also the largest organized alliance of li-
censed child care centers in the country. A 
substantial proportion of the children served 
by ECEC providers are able to access high- 

quality care because of the support of 
CCDBG subsidy dollars. 

CCDBG has not been reauthorized since 
1996. We strongly urge Congressional action 
to enact important reforms that will directly 
addresses quality improvement, afford-
ability, continuity of care, and cost sta-
bilization measures that will benefit families 
and support providers, including: 

Stronger health and safety standards for 
all child care programs that receive federal 
funding, including required annual inspec-
tions of all licensed providers, and annual 
fire, health and safety inspections of license- 
exempt, non-family providers. 

Technical assistance given to providers on 
effective business practices; 

De-linking provider reimbursement from 
absence policies that destabilize the cost of 
care for both families and providers; 

Extended subsidy eligibility redetermina-
tion periods (12 months); 

A new emphasis on technical assistance to 
providers around effective business prac-
tices, and 

Increased investment in program quality, 
with additional activities that include wage 
incentives, tiered reimbursement, Quality 
Rating and Improvement Systems, accredi-
tation, and focus on school readiness. 

Additionally, this bill will help ensure that 
low income families can access high quality 
care by benefiting from a mixed delivery 
model, and choosing high-quality options 
within their own community. 

We thank you for your leadership in this 
bipartisan effort to reauthorize the Act, 
which provides a critical pathway to the 
middle class for serving as a highly produc-
tive workforce of today and the becoming 
the prepared and productive workforce of to-
morrow. 

Sincerely, 
M.-A. LUCAS, 

Executive Director. 

EARLY LEARNING POLICY GROUP, LLC, 
September 15, 2014. 

Hon. GEORGE MILLER, 
Ranking Member, U.S. House Education and 

the Workforce Committee, Washington, DC. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE MILLER, As Presi-

dent of the Early Learning Policy Group, I 
am writing to express my strong support for 
the bipartisan, bicameral legislation to reau-
thorize the Child Care and Development 
Block Grant (CCDBG). 

The reality of today’s economy is that 
working parents depend on child care in 
order to support their families. Nearly 11 
million children under age 5 with working 
mothers spend time every week in some type 
of child care setting. Families, regardless of 
income, have trouble finding quality child 
care. 

Child care policies vary greatly by state 
and until this legislation, there were no min-
imum health and safety protections for chil-
dren. The CCDBG Reauthorization Act is 
truly historic. For the first time, federal pol-
icy will support the safety of children in 
child care by ensuring that licensed pro-
viders and those receiving a subsidy to care 
for low income children will be subject to a 
comprehensive background check, that pro-
grams will be inspected at least once a year, 
and that parents will have choices among 
quality settings through a stronger child 
care workforce and greater focus on activi-
ties that improve the quality of child care. 

Children should be safe in child care. Par-
ents should feel comfortable that when they 
choose child care for their children, pro-
viders have the training they need to offer 
settings that will promote the healthy devel-
opment of children. The federal government 
should expect accountability from states 
that set child care policy so that federal 

money is not used to support unsafe or po-
tentially harmful settings for low income 
children. 

I wholeheartedly commend your efforts 
and dedication as well as the efforts of Chair-
man John Kline, Representative Todd 
Rokita, and Representative David Loebsack 
along with the efforts of the Senate HELP 
Committee leadership—Chairman Tom Har-
kin, Senator Lamar Alexander, Senator Bar-
bara Mikulski, and Senator Richard Burr, 
for putting aside partisan ideology and poli-
tics to agree to common sense public policy 
improvements to support working families 
who need child care. 

The CCDBG Reauthorization Act is a his-
toric policy marker to enable parents to 
have quality child care choices in their com-
munity. Thank you for supporting working 
families with children. 

Sincerely, 
GRACE REEF, 

President, Early Learning Policy Group, LLC. 

KNOWLEDGE UNIVERSE, 
September 15, 2014. 

Hon. JOHN KLINE, 
Chairman, Committee on Education & the 

Workforce, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN KLINE: Knowledge Uni-

verse enthusiastically offers its support for 
The Child Care and Development Block 
Grant Act of 2014 (S. 1086). The Child Care 
and Development Block Grant (CCDBG) 
plays a critical role in ensuring working par-
ents have access to a quality provider of 
their choice. 

Knowledge Universe is honored to provide 
high-quality education and care to over 
150,000 children across the United States who 
range in age from six weeks to 12 years of 
age. We are proud of the diverse group of 
children whom we serve. Approximately one- 
third of our children are from low-income 
working families who receive assistance 
under CCDBG. The core focus of Knowledge 
Universe is the quality of each child’s edu-
cational experience. When parents choose 
our KinderCare centers, in addition to want-
ing their child to be safe and well-cared for, 
they also expect their child to receive the 
highest-quality educational experience pos-
sible. 

In the almost two decades since Congress 
last reauthorized CCDBG, we as a nation 
have learned much more about the impor-
tance of health and safety and quality edu-
cational programming, especially for low-in-
come children. The Child Care and Develop-
ment Block Grant Act of 2014 makes impor-
tant changes to the current CCDBG statute 
that support quality improvements in the 
early developmental and educational experi-
ences children will receive through the pro-
gram. 

One of the most important changes The 
Child Care and Development Block Grant 
Act of 2014 makes to current law relates to 
continuity of care. For children of low-in-
come working families, the 12-month deter-
mination period for eligibility will serve as a 
critical element for ensuring greater consist-
ency and better kindergarten readiness out-
comes. Further, the legislation’s health and 
safety standards requiring all programs, in-
cluding those that are license-exempt, to un-
dergo annual health, safety, and tire inspec-
tions are critical for raising the quality of 
care provided through CCDBG. Finally, the 
legislation’s focus on the importance of 
teacher training and professional develop-
ment to promote children’s development and 
kindergarten readiness, as well as provisions 
that support Quality Rating and Improve-
ment Systems, national accreditation, and 
tiered reimbursement are all essential ele-
ments for enabling working families to ac-
cess a high-quality child care provider of 
their choice. 
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Knowledge Universe and the families whom 

we serve thank you for your hard work and 
dedication to this important CCDBG reau-
thorization. The quality improvements in-
cluded in The Child Care and Development 
Block Grant Act of 2014 will work to ensure 
that more children of low-income working 
families have access to a high-quality early 
care and learning experience that best meets 
their needs. 

Sincerely, 
CELIA HARTMAN SIMS, 

Vice President, Government Relations. 

SEPTEMBER 15, 2014. 
Hon. GEORGE MILLER, 
Ranking Member, U.S. House Education and 

the Workforce Committee, Washington, DC. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE MILLER, As Presi-

dent and Chief Executive Officer of First 
Children’s Finance in Minneapolis, Min-
nesota, I am writing to express full support 
for the bipartisan, bicameral legislation to 
reauthorize the Child Care and Development 
Block Grant (CCDBG). 

Working families with young children de-
pend on child care so that they can obtain 
and retain a job. At the same time, children 
need a safe place to be. In too many commu-
nities, quality child care is hard to find. The 
Child Care and Development Block Grant Re-
authorization Act will combine important 
safety protections for children in child care 
with more accountability for the expenditure 
of public dollars. 

As you know, child care programs are 
small businesses. From my on the ground ex-
perience in working with child care pro-
grams, I know that many child care direc-
tors have experience in child development 
but have not had training in best business 
practices. The inclusion of business tech-
nical assistance in the reauthorization bill 
will lead to more programs operating in an 
efficient and cost effective manner. No pro-
gram can offer families a quality setting un-
less it is fiscally sound. 

I commend you as well as Chairman John 
Kline, Representative Todd Rokita, and Rep-
resentative David Loebsack for your hard 
work and dedication on behalf of working 
families who need child care. 

The Child Care and Development Block 
Grant Reauthorization Act is a giant step to-
ward ensuring that parents have quality 
choices in their community. Thank you for 
supporting working families with children. 

Sincerely, 
GERALD M. CUTTS, 

Presidednt and CEO, 
First Children’s Finance. 

CHILDCARE RESOURCES, 
September 15, 2014. 

Hon. GEORGE MILLER, 
Ranking Member, U.S. House Education and 

the Workforce Committee, Washington, DC. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE MILLER, As Presi-

dent of Child Care Resources Inc. (CCRI), a 
nonprofit child care resource and referral 
agency in Charlotte, North Carolina, I am 
writing to express my strong support of the 
bicameral, bipartisan Child Care and Devel-
opment Block Grant Reauthorization Act. 

On July 26, 2012, I testified before the Sen-
ate Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions 
Subcommittee on Children about the need to 
reauthorize the Child Care and Development 
Block Grant. My testimony focused on the 
need to improve children’s safety in child 
care programs (through both requiring fin-
gerprint background checks for child care 
providers and requiring minimum health and 
safety protections for children), increasing 
the quality set-aside, strengthening the child 
care workforce, conducting at least annual 
inspections of child care programs, as well as 
addressing shortcomings of the market rate 
survey in setting subsidy rates. I am thrilled 
to see that the child care reauthorization 
bill addresses each of these areas! 

I have been in the child care resource and 
referral field for 30 years. For more than half 
of that time, I have been working to reau-
thorize this measure. Your efforts, along 
with those of Chairman John Kline, Rep-
resentative Todd Rokita, and David 
Loebsack, and your Senate counterparts— 
Senate HELP Committee Chairman Tom 
Harkin, Ranking Member Lamar Alexander, 
Senator Barbara Mikulski, and Senator 
Richard Burr, to reach a bipartisan agree-
ment on good policy for children in child 
care are truly to be commended. 

Working families with young children need 
child care, and children need a place to be 
safe and a setting that promotes their 
healthy development. Thank you for your 
continuous efforts over many years on behalf 
of working families. 

Sincerely, 
JANET SINGERMAN, 

President, Child Care Resources Inc. 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I continue 
to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Before we close, I want to thank my 
colleagues in both the House and the 
Senate for their hard work on this leg-
islation. In the Senate, I am particu-
larly grateful to Chairman HARKIN, 
Ranking Member ALEXANDER, Senator 
MIKULSKI, Senator BURR, and their 
staffs. 

I want to thank Ranking Member 
MILLER and our committee staff mem-
bers who have helped to steer the pas-
sage of this bill, particularly Scott 
Groginski, Jamie Fasteau, John Ham-
mond, and Brian Levin. 

I would like to thank Chairman 
KLINE and his staff members who 
worked hard on this bill, including 
Cristin Kumar, Mandy Shaumburg, and 
Kathlyn Ehl. 

I also want to thank the gentleman 
from Illinois, Congressman DANNY 
DAVIS, for his strong efforts to reduce 
early childhood expulsions, and the 
many advocates and stakeholders who 
weighed in on the legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I enter for the RECORD 
additional letters of support. 

RESULTS FOR AMERICA, 
September 15, 2014. 

RESULTS FOR AMERICA STATEMENT ON CCDBG 
REAUTHORIZATION 

RFA’S MICHELE JOLIN HAILS EFFORT TO SET 
ASIDE FUNDS FOR RESEARCH AND EVALUA-
TION, BIPARTISAN SUPPORT FOR USING DATA, 
EVIDENCE AND EVALUATION TO IMPROVE OUT-
COMES 
WASHINGTON.—Today, following the pas-

sage of the Child Care and Development 
Block Grant (CCDBG) Act in the House of 
Representatives, Results for America man-
aging partner Michele Jolin issued the fol-
lowing statement. Jolin praised a provision 
in the legislation that would set aside .5% of 
funds for evaluating programs to improve 
the access to, quality, and safety of childcare 
services, calling it a ‘‘Moneyball’’ approach 
to government that improves outcomes for 
young people, their families, and commu-
nities. 

Results for America applauds the passage 
of the Child Care and Development Block 
Grant (CCDBG) Act by the House, following 
the passage of a similar bill in the Senate 
earlier this year. The inclusion of dedicated 
funds for research and evaluation will pro-
vide vital information for improving the ef-
fectiveness of childcare. The strong bipar-
tisan support for this bill shows that law-

makers across the aisle support leveraging 
less than a penny on the dollar to improve 
how the rest of the dollar is spent. 

‘‘Congress and the Administration are in-
creasingly using data, evidence and evalua-
tion to improve the lives of children, their 
families and communities, what we call a 
Moneyball approach to government. Today’s 
reauthorization of CCDB shows that invest-
ing in what works is clearly a bipartisan way 
to address long-term challenges and is an-
other positive step toward improving out-
comes,’’ said Michele Jolin, Managing Part-
ner, Results for America. 

NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, DC, September 15, 2014. 

House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC 20515. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the 
three million members of the National Edu-
cation Association and the students they 
serve, we urge you to vote YES on the Child 
Care and Development Block Grant (S. 1086 
as amended), which is on the suspension cal-
endar for today. Votes associated with this 
bill may be included in the NEA Legislative 
Report Card for the 113th Congress. 

The Child Care and Development Block 
Grant (CCDBG) program helps low-income 
working families and parents transitioning 
from welfare to work find safe, supportive, 
caring environments for their children. It is 
impossible to have successful early child-
hood education without good childcare op-
tions. Moreover, quality childcare options 
help ensure that children enter school ready 
to learn. 

S. 1086 incorporates lessons learned from 
research and the states, improving the likeli-
hood that more children will enter school 
ready to succeed, by: 

Investing in the early childhood workforce. 
The bill promotes workforce competency, 
training, and a progression of professional 
development designed to promote the social, 
emotional, physical, and cognitive develop-
ment of children. 

Focusing on early learning. States would 
be required to develop or implement re-
search-based, developmentally appropriate 
early learning and developmental guidelines 
for children. 

Ensuring the health and safety of children 
served by the program. The bill strengthens 
health and safety guidelines for child care 
providers. 

S. 1086 is a good first step towards pro-
viding more comprehensive early learning 
opportunities for low-income children. We 
urge you to support it. 

Sincerely, 
MARY KUSLER, 

Director, Government Relations. 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE 
EDUCATION OF YOUNG CHILDREN, 
Washington, DC, September 15, 2014. 

Hon. JOHN KLINE, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. GEORGE MILLER, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN KLINE AND RANKING MEM-
BER MILLER: On behalf of the National Asso-
ciation for the Education of Young Children 
(NAEYC), the nation’s leading early child-
hood professional association for quality 
learning from birth through age 8, I want to 
thank you for the improvements for access 
and quality in the reauthorization legisla-
tion for the Child Care and Development 
Block Grant. 
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When families look for child care for their 

children, they have two questions in mind: 
What programs offer the high-quality ap-
proach best for my child, and what can we 
afford to pay? Each day, millions of families 
wonder how they will pay for child care and 
will their children be safe and learning in the 
child care that they select. Employers know 
that child care is important to a stable and 
productive workforce. Child care providers 
want training and professional development 
to serve children well, and a subsidy system 
that will support the cost of quality and con-
tinuity of care. 

NAEYC is the nation’s largest early child-
hood program accreditor, setting standards 
for high-quality programs. Many child care 
centers and schools seek NAEYC early child-
hood program accreditation and the U.S. 
military child care centers also strive to 
meet our standards. We are pleased to see 
more attention to the quality of children’s 
experiences and ways to help providers meet 
and sustain standards for health, safety and 
children’s learning. The promise of early 
childhood education depends on using the re-
search we know about how children learn 
and develop and providing access to those 
early learning experiences for all young chil-
dren. Your bill makes advances in delivering 
on that promise, and with the resources to 
implement these changes and to serve more 
children, we will come closer to our shared 
goal of healthy, learning children who are 
ready for success in school and life. 

NAEYC is particularly pleased to see in 
the bill: Support for quality and compensa-
tion improvements for the early childhood 
workforce; more focus on quality care for in-
fants and toddlers at that crucial period of 
neurological development; consistency of 
care and assistance over a 12-month period; 
the use of child assessments in appropriate 
ways and explicit prohibition on inappro-
priate uses; more attention to health and 
safety in licensed and legally exempt from li-
censing providers; and an explicit mention of 
the use of the quality set aside funds for 
helping programs meet national accredita-
tion standards of quality. 

We look forward to working with you for 
the additional discretionary and mandatory 
funding that will be needed to make high- 
quality programs affordable to a larger share 
of families and to help more early-childhood 
programs provide superior experiences. 

Thank you again for your leadership. 
Sincerely, 

RHIAN EVANS ALLVIN, 
Executive Director. 

EASTER SEALS, 
Washington, DC, September 15, 2014. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: Easter Seals urges 
you to support the Child Care and Develop-
ment Block Grant Act. Easter Seals believes 
this legislation includes many policies that 
will go a long way to help families of chil-
dren with disabilities to contribute to their 
family’s financial well-being by creating 
more opportunities for young children to ac-
cess quality child care services. 

The bill recognizes the national need to ex-
pand training supports to child care pro-
viders on how to meet the unique needs of 
children with disabilities. This training will 
increase the quality of services available to 
all children. The National Academy of 
Sciences, Institute of Medicine, From Neu-
rons to Neighborhoods landmark report vali-
dated the overwhelming need in this area: 

‘‘Like all families with young children, 
those whose children have a disability or 
other special health care need are faced with 
the challenges of finding good-quality, af-
fordable child care. But the inability or un-
willingness of many child-care providers to 
accept children with disabilities (Berk and 
Berk, 1982; Chang and Teramoto 1987), trans-
portation and other logistical problems, dif-

ficulties with coordinating early interven-
tion and child care services, and the scarcity 
of appropriately trained caregivers (Kelly 
and Booth, 1999; Klein and Sheehan, 1987, 
make the effort to find any child care a tre-
mendous challenge for these families. One 
multisite student reported that 45 percent of 
mothers of an infant with a disability re-
ported they were not planning to work be-
cause they could not find child care, and 31 
percent indicated that they could not find af-
fordable child care (Booth and Kelly 1998, 
1999). The severity of the child’s disability or 
illness greatly compounds these problems. 
(Breslau et al., 1982; Warfield and Hauser- 
Cram, 1996). Page 324’’ 

Easter Seals affiliates across the country 
operate nearly 100 full-day, full-year child 
care programs that meet the needs of chil-
dren with and without disabilities. These 
high quality programs are designed to foster 
the development of all children and support 
their families. There are simply too few 
quality choices available to working fami-
lies. This bill will help increase their op-
tions. 

Thank you for considering our views. 
Sincerely, 

KATY BEH NEAS 
Senior Vice President, Government Relations. 

AMERICAN FEDERATION OF TEACHERS, 
Washington, DC, September 15, 2014. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the 
more than 1.6 million members of the Amer-
ican Federation of Teachers—including ap-
proximately 90,000 early childhood education 
professionals who work in diverse settings, 
such as preschool classrooms, family child 
care, child care centers, Head Start and 
Early Head Start—I urge you to support, as 
amended, S. 1086, the bipartisan Child Care 
and Development Block Grant Act of 2014. 

The CCDBG helps low-income parents pay 
for child care so they can work or pursue an 
education. S. 1086 guarantees a family’s child 
care eligibility for at least 12 months, re-
gardless of any fluctuation in income, job or 
education. This offers a vital lifeline and a 
path to the middle class for millions of fami-
lies across the nation. 

It has been nearly 20 years since the 
CCDBG was last reauthorized. Since that 
time, early childhood education and child 
care programs have been transformed by re-
search on child development. This bill re-
flects the advancement of this knowledge 
and will truly modernize the program. 

S. 1086 brings child care standards into this 
century by focusing on the health and safety 
of children, and by giving parents more con-
fidence that their child is being well cared 
for while they are at work or school. In addi-
tion, the bill ensures our youngest and most 
vulnerable are safe by making inspections 
annual and requiring that all providers and 
employees obtain background checks and 
training before they care for children. S. 1086 
also makes all this information more trans-
parent and available to the public, especially 
to parents and family members. 

This bill acknowledges that a component 
of a high-quality child care program includes 
having a workforce that is well-prepared and 
well-trained. This bill requires states to es-
tablish a professional development progres-
sion and dedicate more funding for training, 
professional development and advancement 
of the child care workforce. In particular, 
the bill, as amended, also addresses the lat-
est data on expulsions from early education 
programs by requiring that part of the staff 
training focuses on child behavioral sup-
ports. The training and professional develop-
ment requirements not only will benefit edu-
cators and staff working in child care, but 
also will have lasting, positive effects for the 
children in their care and those children’s 
families. 

However, while this bill is a significant 
first step toward providing every child in our 
nation with a high-quality early learning 
and care program, we know we can’t do it 
right on the cheap. Without the necessary 
federal resources to implement these impor-
tant health and safety standards and 
trainings, states either will be unable to in-
crease the quality of child care and edu-
cation or will simply have to cut access to 
high-quality child care to children and fami-
lies that need it the most. States should not 
have to choose between quality and access. 
We look forward to working with Congress to 
pass this legislation and secure the resources 
needed for its successful implementation. 

Finally, we are equally committed to 
partnering with Congress to expand high- 
quality early education for all children from 
birth to kindergarten. 

Thank you for your consideration of our 
views on this matter. The AFT urges you to 
vote yes when S. 1086 comes to the House 
floor. 

Sincerely, 
RANDI WEINGARTEN, 

President. 

SAVE THE CHILDREN, 
September 14, 2014. 

Hon. JOHN KLINE, 
Hon. GEORGE MILLER, 
House Committee on Education and the Work-

force, Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN KLINE AND RANKING MEM-
BER MILLER: On behalf of Save the Children, 
the leading independent organization dedi-
cated to creating real and lasting change in 
the lives of children in need in the United 
States and around the world, we are proud to 
support your efforts to improve the safety, 
health and quality of child care through the 
Child Care and Development Block Grant 
Act of 2014. As you well know, Save the Chil-
dren has dedicated nearly a century of serv-
ice in America to helping children affected 
by disasters. And we have valued our tre-
mendous partnership with you to make sure 
children’s safety in emergencies remains a 
priority—particularly in the child care set-
ting. 

We support the proposed CCDBG improve-
ments focused on safety, health and quality 
improvements. In particular, with 69 million 
children separated from their parents every 
work day, we support and commend your in-
clusion of the disaster preparedness section 
and disaster plan components § 5(u)(iii) 
which are in line with the recommendations 
from the National Commission on Children 
and Disasters which serve as the basis for 
Save the Children’s annual report card on 
children and disasters, now in its seventh 
year. 

We applaud your leadership on keeping 
children safe in emergencies and thank you 
for all you have done and continue to do to 
create lasting positive change in the lives of 
children. 

Sincerely, 
RICHARD BLAND, 

National Director, Policy & Advocacy, 
U.S. Programs, Save the Children. 

NATIONAL WOMEN’S LAW CENTER 
Washington, DC, September 12, 2014. 

Hon. GEORGE MILLER, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR RANKING MEMBER MILLER: The Na-
tional Women’s Law Center is pleased that 
the U.S. House of Representatives is moving 
forward with the reauthorization of the 
Child Care and Development Block Grant 
Act of 2014. Your leadership has resulted in a 
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reauthorization bill that would improve the 
safety, quality, and accessibility of child 
care and after-school care for children from 
birth to age 13. High-quality, well-funded 
child care helps families work and children 
learn—both of which are important goals for 
the nation. 

Since the last reauthorization of the Child 
Care and Development Block Grant in 1996, 
we have learned much about how to improve 
the quality of child care and after-school 
care and how to make child care assistance 
more accessible to families. Research on the 
importance of quality has spurred greater ef-
forts to support providers in promoting chil-
dren’s positive development from birth. 
State initiatives have shown ways to encour-
age quality improvements through incen-
tives and well-designed reimbursement poli-
cies. This bill incorporates these lessons 
from the research and state innovations in 
an effort to better protect the health and 
safety of children in care, improve the qual-
ity of care overall and for infants and tod-
dlers in particular, facilitate children and 
families’ sustained access to help in paying 
for care and more stable child care arrange-
ments, and support providers serving fami-
lies receiving child care assistance. 

We strongly support the goals of this legis-
lation. We will work with you to obtain the 
funding needed to make these improvements 
and to allow more children to benefit from 
these improvements. Between 2006 and 2012, 
260,000 fewer eligible children received assist-
ance through the Child Care and Develop-
ment Block Grant. In addition, most states’ 
payment rates for child care providers are 
too low to support high-quality care. To re-
verse the decline in children served and to 
successfully implement the much-needed im-
provements included in this legislation, we 
urge Congress to increase mandatory and 
discretionary child care funding. 

Thank you for all your work on this reau-
thorization, which is so important for our 
country’s children and families. 

Sincerely, 
HELEN BLANK, 

Director of Child Care 
and Early Learning. 

JOAN ENTMACHER, 
Vice President for 

Family Economic Se-
curity. 

CHILD CARE AWARE OF AMERICA, 
Arlington, VA, September 15, 2014. 

Hon. TOM HARKIN, 
Chairman, Senate Committee on Health, Edu-

cation, Labor and Pensions, Washington, 
DC. 

Hon. BARBARA MIKULSKI, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. LAMAR ALEXANDER, 
Ranking Member, Senate Committee on Health, 

Education, Labor and Pensions, Wash-
ington, DC. 

Hon. RICHARD BURR, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. JOHN KLINE, 
Chairman, House Education and the Workforce 

Committee, Washington, DC. 
Hon. GEORGE MILLER, 
Ranking Member, House Education and the 

Workforce Committee, Washington, DC. 
Hon. TODD ROKITA, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. DAVE LOEBSACK, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN HARKIN, RANKING MEMBER 
ALEXANDER, SENATOR MIKULSKI, AND SEN-
ATOR BURR, CHAIRMAN KLINE, RANKING MEM-
BER MILLER, REPRESENTATIVE ROKITA, AND 

REPRESENTATIVE LOEBSACK: I am writing on 
behalf of Child Care Aware® of America (for-
merly the National Association of Child Care 
Resource & Referral Agencies, NACCRRA) to 
express support for your legislation, the 
Child Care & Development Block Grant Act 
of 2014, which would reauthorize the Child 
Care and Development Block Grant and 
would better protect the health and improve 
safety of children in child care settings 
across America. 

Families want their children to be safe in 
child care. They reasonably assume that a 
child care license means the state has ap-
proved some minimum level of protection for 
children and that the program will promote 
their healthy development. Our nationwide 
polling shows that parents also believe there 
is oversight by the state. However, most 
state licensing requirements are weak and 
oversight is weaker. 

For over 15 years, reauthorization of the 
Child Care and Development Block Grant has 
been Child Care Aware® of America’s top leg-
islative priority and we have been working 
on both the federal and state levels to im-
prove the quality of child care. 

Child Care Aware® of America has issued 
seven licensing studies that show state laws 
regarding child care settings vary greatly. 
The most recent report, We Can Do Better: 
2013 Update, scored and ranked the states on 
their child care center program require-
ments and oversight policies. The average 
score was 92 out of a total possible score of 
150—for a grade of 61 percent. 

Children’s early years are proven to be the 
most impactful time to create strong learn-
ers. This reauthorization bill is a huge step 
to move the nation forward ensuring chil-
dren are safe and receiving the best early 
learning experiences while in child care. This 
bill sets the standard all families expect for 
their children by requiring providers to un-
dergo comprehensive background checks, an-
nual and pre-licensure inspections, and 
training. 

This bill includes significant measures to 
improve the quality of child care and ensure 
that all children in child care settings are 
safe. 

Child Care Aware® of America looks for-
ward to working with you to pass this legis-
lation into law. Thank you for your contin-
ued leadership in support of our nation’s 
children. 

Sincerely, 
LYNETTE M. FRAGA, PH.D., 

Executive Director. 
MICHELLE NOTH 

MCCREADY, 
Director of Policy. 

L. CAROL SCOTT, PH.D. 
President, Board of 

Directors. 
NICHOLAS P. VUCIC, 

Senior Government Af-
fairs Associate. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Finally, I 
would like to thank all of the Members 
of the House Education and the Work-
force Committee and their staffs for 
their continued commitment to the 
well-being of American families. 

Mr. Speaker, both Chambers and 
both parties have come together on a 
bipartisan basis to improve the Child 
Care and Development Block Grant. 
This bill is a strong example of what 
Congress can achieve by working to-
gether. The critical updates in the pro-
gram will give American families the 
more support that they need and will 
better prepare our children for the fu-
ture. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. KLINE. I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

I want to thank my colleagues here 
on both sides of the aisle. It is not 
every day on this floor that we get to 
do that, but I thank them for their re-
marks and for the debate today. 

I want to reiterate my appreciation 
for the work done on the other side of 
the Capitol. Again, it is not something 
we get to talk about every day, but 
this is an example of a time when we 
saw a need. Some could argue that we 
are a little overdue, since it has been 20 
years since this has been reauthorized, 
but as the ranking member, Mr. MIL-
LER, said, this is on the suspension cal-
endar because we recognize that it 
needs to be done and because we have 
come together in a bipartisan-bi-
cameral way to address this need. 

So I urge my colleagues to support S. 
1086, as amended, the Child Care and 
Development Block Grant Act of 2014, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, I support S. 
1086, reauthorizing the Child Care and Devel-
opment Block Grant program. 

We all talk about jobs bills. 
Well, in my district, the Northern Mariana Is-

lands, mothers and fathers in 200 families can 
go to their jobs every day because their chil-
dren are being cared for through this program. 

That’s why it is important to reauthorize 
Child Care, because it helps people who want 
to work. 

Especially in the Northern Marianas, where 
we are replacing foreign workers with U.S. 
workers, we need good child care to make 
that transition. 

And the bill accounts for sudden changes of 
income, so even when the minimum wage in-
creases in the Marianas this month—as I am 
glad to say it will—families will keep getting 
child care—and parents will keep working. 

Lastly, S. 1086 improves standards, be-
cause all parents want to work without worry, 
knowing their children are well cared for and 
safe. 

I urge passage of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
KLINE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, S. 1086, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

b 1700 

LAW SCHOOL CLINIC CERTIFI-
CATION PROGRAM ESTABLISH-
MENT 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 5108) to establish the Law School 
Clinic Certification Program of the 
United States Patent and Trademark 
Office, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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